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Think I ought to give you ſome Accomnt, 
why I did-not publiſh the following Let- 
ter Sooner, and why I do it Now. 


Pe, I receiv'd your Letter concern- 
ing the Eternity of the Son of God, and of the 
Holy Spirit, dated July 10. 1719. together with your 
Setter of Thanks to the Biſhop of London, dated. 
gan. 17. 1715. amext to it: The" I thought I was 
t, at my Tears, to learn my Cate:hiſm ; yet my Cu- 
Hoſity led me to read them, knowing your Reputation 
for Learning: And I own my great Surprize, to find 

Jo many Teſtimonies, and ſome Texts, cited by you 

againſt the Doctrine of the Trinity, by which you had 

been drawn from that Opinion and Faith, which you 

ence profeſs'd ; and which now, with the Boldneſs and 
Anthority of an Apoſtle, | (like St. Paul himſelf in 

anotber - Caſe) Behold, I ſay unto you, is ©a tatal Gal. v. 2. 
Miſtake : So Ireſolv'd to look into your 8 el Biſbo 
and conſider your Texts ; and I own alſo, that I was of Lan 
mach more ſurprix d, to find your Quotations liable p. 18. 
touch Objections, as you will ſee in the enſuing Letter, 

which I writ ſoon after yours came to my Hand, with 

an Expedation of ſeeing jau, when. yon came into this 

. Country, as yon us'd to do every Tear ; and to prepare 
elf, as well as I was able, for your Aſſaults, and 

rt to enter into an open Paper-War, knowing my ow: 

= orance and Weakneſs ;, and that I bad not ſufficiently 
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prov'd the Armour, which was neceſſary for an En- 
counter with ſo great a Champion, as had defy'd the 
| Armies of the Living God, But fince you have 
been in Rutland, both laſt Tear and this, and not af- 
\ forded me your Company here, as formerly you were 
wont; and that your La- to me is refer d to, in a 
late Tra# by your ſelf, as a full Evidence of the Truth 
of your Doctrine; and that many may take your pe- 
remptory Aſſertions upon Truſt, from ſo eminent a 
Man as your ſelf , and ſince I haue had Leiſure to ex- 
amine your Quotations, and do find that you have per- . 
verted the Scriptures, and abus d your Authors by an 
untrue and unfair Repreſentation of the Paſſages you |. 
cite out of them; I have now ventur'd to ſend to the © 
Preſs my Animadver ſions, and what has occurr d to me 
5 this Subject; that I might not, by my Silence, be 
thought your Proſelyte : And becauſe it is not enough | 
Rom. x. 1c. to believe with the Heart, hut with the Mouth 
Confeſſion is made unto Salvation; and not con- 
feſſing the Lord Jeſus before Men, is next to the de- 
nying him. ä | | 
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J do not doubt, but your Zeal will prompt you to a 
Reply; and therefore allow me to tell you the Method, 
in which it will be moſt fair in its ſelf, and ſatiſ- 
fadory to me and ethers, who ſhall read it. 


1. To ſtate your own Doctrine, and to ſhew that it 
is conſiſtent with common Senſe, and with the other 
Doctrines of our Holy Religion; which,. I hope, we 
agree in; ſome of which I have mention'd in my Let- 
ter : For, like the Men of Capua, who would wot d- 2 
firoy their en, though they extremely diflik'd Jen 
them, becauſe they could not find better to put into Fa 
their Places; you ſhould not, in an Age, when many 

ridicule all reveal'd Religion, reproach that, which 1 
r. 38. eſtabliſh'd among us, as being againſt © the Light 
* of Nature and common Senſe”, till you have n 
- freed fe 
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Lee your own Scheme from that Objeckion, and evi- 
Ventiy ſhewn that it is rational and true. 


nt upon the Texts, cited by you out of the Scri- 


= 23. Not to load me with 2 Multitude of new 
ZQuotations. For that is to lead me into a Labyrinth, 
here a Man ſo little vers'd in the Fathers, as I am, 
Pill want a Clne of Thread to bring him out of it; and 
n cannot expect that I ſhould believe they are true, or 
at I will take the Pains to examine them; for I may 
Ww/tly conclude them to be falſe, till you have prov'd 

oſe in your Letter, which I have look'd into, to be 
1 19 and fairly ftated. And ſince“ Thoſe are the 
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Original Principal Text and Teſtimonies, 
A which concern this important Subject,“ tis in 
vain to heap up others, which are leſs Authoritative 
and Cogent. Now whether your Ouotations be true 
and fair, is a Matter of Fact, which can ſcarce bear 
@D:ſpute, or may be eaſily decided: And tho if they 
were true and fair, which I am ſure they are not, it 
would not follow, that I ought to yield to how: becanſe 
there may be others, and yon your ſelf have mention d 
ſeveral, which are plainer, clearer, and ſtronger A/ 
tions of the Divinity of the Son of God and 
it Holy Ghoſt, than Thoſe which you have produced 
er againſt it : Tet, if theſe be not true and fair, it will 
ye follow, that you ought to renounce that Opinion and 
t- Doctrine, into which you have been ſo miſled. But, 
le- with landing this Advantage which I have, I dares 
d I ue with you upon this Point of the Truth and 
to Fairneſs of your notations. 


r 


oa 


ich ? Laſtly, 4s you haue a Right to examine my Quota- 
ht tions, and the Conſtruction 7 the Texts cited by me, 
we Bas I have done yours ;) ſo I ſhall be well pleas'd to 
ed e your Obſervations; being very ſure that I have not 

4 , A 3 wiltully 


2. To juſtify the Conſtruction, which you have 


P. 24, & 
37+ 


| 


[ iv 1 
wilfully prevaricated in repreſenting them; and there- 
fore may hope I ſhall. not want many Excuſes : But if 
I have committed any Miſtake, I Hall willingly be cor- 
rected; for I my ſelf would amend it, if I knew it. 


£ 


But I would not have you think, that I am pro- 
voking you to a Reply, with any Intention of Writing 
any more upon this Subject: For 1 what . I have ſaid 
in Defence of our moſt Holy Faith be right, there will 
be no need of it: But if in any Thing I have err'd, 
tis better to rely on the Goodneſs of thoſe in Antho- 
rity, to whom I humbly ſubmit my ſelf, to forgive 
ſuch Fault, than to repeat it, by attempting to ju 


ſtiſy it. 7 
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| Was ſurprized to find in the Prints; an Ad. 
vertiſement of your Letter to me concern 
ing the ETERNITY of the Son of God, 
and of the Holy Ghoſt, before I had re- 
ceived ſuch Letter from you, or heard 
2 of your Intention to write it: 1 
þ But now I have read it, I muſt thank ; 
i you for the — you have done me, in , pet. jj, x; 
ranking me with thoſe, who will not deny the Lord that bought pfl. 
5 ron and I truſt in him, that nothing ſhall ever remove me I, ix. 29. 
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From this Rock of my Saluation; and I am very ſorry that any Rom. ix. 
n this Age have made him to themſelves a Rock of Offence. 33. 

I I wiſh I could as well deſerve the Complimenc you make Jam. ii. | 
me, P. 13. and that I and others did ſhew our Faith by our 18. | 
"Works; then that worthy Name by which we are” called wonld not Rom. ii. 
be blaſphemed, ar leaſt we ſhould give no Occaſion for it: And 24; 
tho I am very far from impuring to you any ſuch Faults, yet x Tim. i; 
if you conſider how many of your Followers have put away 4 19. 
good Conſcience before they made Shipwreck of their Faith, and Letter to 
what Tendency your Dottrine has to produce the ſame EffeR Biſhop of 
in others, you may find Reafon to change once more your Opi- London, 
nion, and to conclude, that This, which you now profeſs, p. 18. 

Was never taught by our Saviour, who brought Life and Immor- 2 Tim. i, 

ity to Light, and came into the World, and ſent his Apoſtles 10. 

70 wy Men from Darkneſs to Light, and from the Power of Satan Acts xxvi. 

0 God, | 18. 

But before I ſay any more of this, or proceed to the Subject 

of your Letter, I muſt obſerve ſome Paſſages in your Intro- 

duction ; viz, 


Fs | I. © That what Mr. Seaton lately publiſh'd, was writ, as it 5 
R, = © were, in Vindication of my Proceedings in the Honſe of Lords : ©* 2 
No Iaſſure you, he did not know of my Intention to make 
A4 that 
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Pal. xxxv. who in their Turns had been my Enemies, and had laid to my 


11. 
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Ne 
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that Motion, which 1 did there; nor did I know that he had 
any Thoughts of writing on that Subje& ; nor did I ever ſee 
it till it was in Print. I ſay not this as an Excuſe for it; it 
needs none, and 1 am well pleas d with ir 3 and I muſt add, 
that how unfortunate ſoever I have been in falling under t 
unjuſt and malicious Cenſures of the World, I never have 

ploy'd any Advocates to. plead. my Cauſe ; I committed 

Ways to God, and, Thanks be to him, he has brought | 
my Righteouſneſs as the Light, even in the Opinion of thoſe, 


Charge Things that I knew mt. © in this particular Cafe 
I needed no Defence; for ſurely, in a Chriſtian Aſſembly, tis 
no Fault to be a Chriſtian 3 and they themſelves, who oppos'd 
the Clauſe which I offer'd, declar'd their Readineſs to ſub- 


ſcribe it, and objected only, that it was not proper to the Bill 


then before the Houſe. 
2. © The Clauſe which, you ſay, you had a great Hand in prepa· 


© ring, was never offer'd to the Houſe ; ſo I had no Oppor- p 


3 


runity of oppoſing it, as moſt certainly I ſhould have done: 


but indeed I never ſaw it. Some Lords did in private Diſ- 
courſe tell me, that ſuch a Clauſe had been put into their 
Hands from you; and I am unwilling to tell you how they 
treated it. | a 51 

3. Ton ſtile the Clauſe which I offer d, a new Athanaſian Tet 
* to be laid upon Chriſtians, whereby, with the People calld Qua- 


| © kers, they were te profeſs, &c. 


If you mean that this is a new Teſt, as being then firſt to 
be introduced into our Law, you are much 2 Fra For all 
the Clergy, &c. who are to ſubſcribe our 39 Articles, do ful- 
ly and expreſsly aſſert che ſame Doctrine; and all who come 
to, and communicate with our Church, either do own the ſame. 
by joining in our Creeds and Litany, or they do moſt groſly 
and infamouſly prevaricate with God and Man. | 
will not fay you are alſo miſtaken in your Inſinuation, that 
this Teſt propos d was taken from the Quakers ; for I am con- 
fident you 4now that it was impos'd upon them as the Condition 
of their Toleration; and very reaſonably ſure ; For when In- 
dulgence was to be granted to Diſſenters, twas intended only 
for Chriſtians, and therefore it was neceſſary ro have ſome Aſ- 
ſurance of cheir Faith; ſo that it was a4 very ill- founded Con- 


tempt that you caſt upon us, as if we had learnt our Creed 


from Quakers; and I think it is lo too, to call it an Athana ſian 


Teſt: For, great and glorious Champion as he was, of the 
true Primitive Chriſtian Faith; yer it we have no other and 
greater Author of our Faith than Athanaſius, I and all Mankind 


muſt agree with you fo far, as that he is not a ſufficient Ground 


of our Faith, nor would it have been the Roc on which our 
Saviour built his Churc ng. 


Bur 
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[ 3 1 . 
But if, after all, yon mean, by New, only that the Faith we 
profeſs, is not what we learnt from Chriſt and his Apoſtles, 
and was alſo profeſs d by che Primitive Chriſtians : This is the 
W Queſtion between us, and I come now to confider ic, after 1 
have made one Requeſt to you, viz. | } 
= That you will not think me ſo vain, as to imagine my ſelf 
capable of managing this great Controverſy as I ought ; and that 
WE therefore you will not determine it (I will not ſay by the 
proof I ſhall. produce, but) by my Weakneſs in urging them; 
for the beſt Cauſe may ſuffer by an unskilful Advocate. All 
that I promiſe' my ſelf is, that what I ſhall offer will appear 
more than ſufficient to juſtify me in the Faith which I profeſs ; 


* 
* 
4 


bat is in us, and you have ſingled out and challenged into che 15. 
ZZLiſts me the moſt unfic of all others, I may in Juſtice demand 
| s you, and all others, into whoſe Hands theſe Papers may 
come, not to impure to me any proud Conceit of my own 
Performances in a Subject, which we all agree to be incompre- 
Henfible, I have never yet affected to be an Author, even in 


0 Things which I might pretend to be vers'd in, tho' I have been 


ſufficiently provokd to it: But in the Cauſe of God, I may 
Ny, as in the Caſe of Treaſon, every Man is an Officer; and 
. I rely upon the Candor of Mankind, at leaſt to 

rgive in me, what God will accepr, the Offer of a Widow's 
ire, 


II ſhall.now ſtate what I take to be the true Chriſtian Faith, 


and What, I think, you have declared in your Letter to be 
urs. 

e both agree, that there is but One God, Eternal, Immuta- 
ble, &c. But the Church of England, and indeed all the Chriſtian 
Murches in the World, and with them I an unworthy Member, do 
aſſert and believe, that in the Deity there are Three Perſons ne- 
eqſſarily exiſting, the Father, the Son, and the Holy Ghoſt, Coeternal 


Coequal. 


Lou aſſert, That the Son is a Creature made by God the Fa- P. 26, 29. 
ther, by bis own Will, when he thought fit, viz. a little before P. 35. 


+ the Creation ef this World, begotten or born after an ineffable 


© manner ; and that the Holy Ghoſt is a Creature too made by the P. 17, 12, 


35, 36. 
F. 38. 


on. 

And you ſum up all in this peremptory Aſſertion, That the 
igbe of Nature and common Senſe is firong againſt the Athanaſian 
*Dotrine ; the Teftimonies for it comparatively few and uncertain, 

bat thoſe againſt it very many and very pregnant. 
This I ſhall examine, and hope ro defend our Doctrine 
againſt fo bold a Charge, and ſhew that your Doctrine is liable 
doo theſe very Objections. 

And here I muſt obſerve, that you are ſetting up a new, but 

2 very improper and inadequate Rule, by which weare to de- 


of 


and fince we are obliged to give a Reaſon of the Faith and Hope 1 Pet. i. 


ter mine thus Controyerſy: For tho that which may be known Rom. i. 19. 
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| of God, is manifeſt to ks, yer ſurely the Liglit of Nature 
Matt. xvi. and Blood, could never me diſcover'd to as Chriſ the 2 
17, 18. Living God; This great Myſtery of Godlineſs, God manifeſted in 
1 Tim. iii, the Fleſh, which, even after what has been reveal'd of ir, ſtill 
16, ſurpaſſes our Comprehenſion, : 
Bur if the Light of Nature, and even the Revelation, which 
God made to the Fews from Heaven, could not make the Co- 
Heb. x. 1. ers thereunto perfect, but there needed a Second Diſpenſation 
Ver. 20, by which we are fanQify'd; are we to be turn'd to theſe weak 
Gal. iv, 9. and beggarly Rudiments for our Inſtruction in the Knowledge of 
Sbg. the Lord Jeſus, which paſſeth Knowledge; and as to a Rule, 
Eph. iii, by which we are to judge of the Revelation which God in 
19. theſe latter Times has given us, by ſpeaking to us by his Son, 
Heb. i. 2. and neglect the true Light, which /ighteth every Man that cometh 
John i. 9. into the World 2 
However, if we muſt be fathoming this Abyſs of the infi- 
nire Wiſdom of God, methinks thoſe, who attempt it, ſhould 
frame ſuch a Scheme, as is, at leaſt, conſiſtent with common 
Senſe, how different ſoever it be from the Revelation of God 
Matth. vi. in the Holy Scriptures ; for if even the Light (of Nature) that 
23. is in thee be Darkneſs, how great is that Darkneſs / 


Lask therefore, 14 re 
1. If our Saviour be but a Creature, how can Divine Wor- 
ſhip be paid to him agreeable to the Light of Nature? Or how 
can we change the Truth of God into a Lye (which is the Ac- 
count the Apoſtle gives of it) agreeably to common Senſe : 
And this in ſpight of the many expreſs Texts of Scriprure, and 
Gal. iv. 8. _ » Commandment, in doing Service to one, who by Nature is 
no 


Rom. 1.20. 
Ver. 25. 


For no Excellency whatſoever, ſhort of the Godhead, can 


Ifa. xlii. 8, entitle any Perſon to Divine Worſhip, for God will not give his 
Glory to another; and what the Angel ſaid to St. John, is no leſs 

Rev. xix. true in this Caſe, See thou do it not, for I am thy Fellow Servant; 
10. worſhip Cod. So that if he be a Creature, he ought not to be 
worſhipp'd ; or if he muſt be worſhipp'd, he muſt be Gd. 

You may perhaps give me a ſhort Anſwer, viz. That you 

do not think our Saviour Chriſt a proper, and direct Object of 

Divine Worſhip. Some of your Quorations come very near to 

P. 1. it; and you expreſly ſay, and even boaſt, that you never 
© make the Holy Ghoſt the direct Object of any Doxology at all. The 
Foundation of which muſt be, becauſe you reckon him to be 


a Creature; and this Reaſon holds with you in the Caſe of the 


Pſal. xcvii. Son alſo. Bur I am unwilling to carry my Suſpicion ſo far, 
becauſe this Worſhip of Chriſt is not only permitted, but com- 


Heb. i. 6. manded even to the Angels; Let all the Angels of God worſhip | 


Letter to him. And you acknowledge that ſome of rhe Scripture-Doxo- 
the Biſhop logies are directed tothe Father and the Son jointly, ſome ro Feſus 
of London, © Chrift only. [28 
P+ 9, 10. | 2. Ac- 
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2. According to the common Senſe and Notion, we have of 

created Beings, whatever is made may be unmade, Can the 

Son of God be annihilated ? If chis be too harſh Blaſphemy to 

be afſerted, as ſurely it is, then there is a Creature, who hors 
v 


you ſay, be is govern'd by God as his God, yet) is in this Re 
too hard for his Creator, who by giving all Power in Heaven _— 
in Earth to the Son, muſt conſequently remain himſelf not om- XY 122 
nipotent: Or, if he does, the Son is omni potent too; and then 
if the Son be a diſtin& Being, there are Two Omnipotents, 
which is abſurd and contradi&ious : For you ſay in your Quo- 
tation out of Clemens Alexandrinus, * The Son cannot be ever ob- P. 16. 
© ſtrufted, as being Lord of all. The Addition of, eſpecially while 

= © he miniſters to the Will of his good and heavenly Father, (which 

= moſt certainly he always does, tho! eſpecially ſeems to imply 


ect P. 23. 
Matth. 


? A that ſometimes he does not ſo) is not given as the Reaſon of 


this his Irreſiſtibility; but the Foundation of it is, as being 
Lord of all; that is, Sod, and as ſuch he does always do the 


# 3 Will of his Father, for they have but one and the ſame Will. 


Bur I muſt not let paſs, without obſerving, how unfairl 
vou have tranſlated this Paſſage in Clemens Alexandrinus, as wi 
appear by the true rendring of it; viz. | 
* (*) Neither can He (the Son) ever be obſtrucked by any other, 
being Lord of all, and chiefly, or moſt of all, moſt perfectly mini- 
> S$ring to the Will of the good and heavenly Father. | 

And in the very next Line, he is ſaid to be () begotten with- 
cut 4 Beginning; which fully denotes his intimate Union with 
' the Father, and conſequently that he will not, cannot ever be 
obſtructed by him; for, as I ſaid, they have one and the 
lame Will. 
3. In another of the Quotations tis ſaid, * That the Son is de- p. © 
vid from the Subſtance of the Father; and yet there is added, | 
that he is a made God, created by the Father. How are theſe 
conſiſtent? For if the Subſtance of the Father be uncreated, 
whatever is of that Subſtance muſt be ſo too; but to be crea- 
ted, and yet to be of an uncreated Subſtance, a created un- 
created is a Contradiction. | 
4. I preſume you do agree, that our Lord Jeſus was a true, 
proper, and meritorious, expiatory Sacrifice, and made full Sa- 
tistaction to the Juſtice of his Father for the Sins of Mankind, 
according to this new Covenant of Grace. I ask then, How 
can a Creature (as you aſſert him to be) have ſuch a Degree 
of Merit, as to deſerve the Pardon of other Men's Sins? Can any 
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Creature do more than what is his Duty to do? And the 
grearer the perfections are, with which any Creature is endued, 
in the ſame Proportion the greater is his Duty too, ſo that he 
can have no Merit: And it may be truly ſaid of the higheſt 

Luke xvii. created Beings, as our Saviour. reaches us to ſay, that we are 

10. unprofitable Servants, and add nothing to the eſſential Glory of 
God, who was infinitely happy before there were any created 
Beings, and needed not the Service of any Creatures. 

If you will ſay, that Almighty God was pleaſed neverthe- 
leſs to accept this Sacrifice, you may better ſay, that infinite 
Goodneſs might haye pardon'd us without 41y Sacrifice ro his 
32 for our Sins, and with the Scinians deny the Merit and 
atis faction of Chriſt; and then, I am afraid, I may ſay, (as 

x Cor. xv. St. Paul ſays, if Chriſt be not riſen) our Faith is vain, we art 

17. yet in our Sins. 4 

But again; if he be a Creature, the Socinians ſeem to be in 
the right: For 'tis hard to reconcile to the Juſtice of God the 
laying upon an innocent Perſon, an only begotren Son, in whom 
he was well pleas'd, the Sins and the Iniquities of us all, and 
rhe Puniſhment of them too; nay, tho' his voluntary Under- 
raking of this for us, and his coming into the World for this 
Purpoſe, may, in ſome Sort, anſwer the Objection to the Ju- 
ſtice of God, yet it may be too great a Preſumption in 4 Crea- 
ture, to offer himſelf as a Satisfaction to the Juſtice of God 
againſt us Sinners, becauſe it implies ſuch an Opinion of his 
own Merit, as would not become a Creature, who ( as I ſaid 
bejore ) can have none, 


p. 35. 5. By your Quotation out of Ireneus you agree, that Gen. i. 
26. Let us make Man after our Image, was ſpoken to the Son 
and Holy Ghoſt ; which is one of the Texts which have been 
urg'd for the Proof of the Trinity : Bur if the Son be a Crea- 
ture, and the Holy Ghoſt the Creature of that Creature, how 
ſtrange would it be, and unbecoming the Majeſty of the 

Pſal. l. 1. Mighty God, (who hath ſpoken and called the World from the ri. 

P. 11. ſing of the Sun unto the going down thereof ) to take Counſel, as you 
expreſs it out of Hermas, of his Creatures, in the glorious 

Rom. i. 20, Work of the Creation; which was a full Evidence to the Hea- 

Rom. xi. then of his cternal Power and Godhead. Who hath been his Coun- 

34. ſellor, ſaith St. Paul? Or being his Counſellor, hath taught him, 

Iſa, xl. 13. faith Iſaiah ? OAT | 

Somewhere I have read of a Philoſopher, who, reading the 
firſt Chapter of Geneſit, was in Admirarion of ir, ſaying, It 
was the nobleſt and moſt proper Account, and beſt ſuited to 
the Majeſty and Omniporence of the ſupreme God; that (to 
uſe the Pſalmiſt's Expreffion ) could form the Heavens by his 

Word, and all the Hoſt of them by the Breath of his Mouth Thus 

much rhe Light of Nature and common Senſe could teach : 

And has Revelation cxtinguiſh'd this Light? No ſure; for 

| whom 
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[ hoſt overſhadow'd the Bleſſed Virgin, and that, which was con- 


CF] 


? whom they not knowing worſhipp'd, this has declar'd to us: We G% dy your- 


do not doubt bur that all Things were made by the Word ; but s. 


then we ſay too, that therefore the Word was God : For He, that Acts xvii. 
ail all Things, is God. This Doctrine anſwers all Difficulties, 23. 


nd tis much eaſier to believe a Myſtery, which has been re- John i. 


veal'd by the Spirit of Truth, tho' it ſurpaſſes our Comprehen- v. 1, 2. 
non, than to reconcile to our Underſtanding, common Senſe, Heb. iii. 4. 
and the Light 1 Nature, how à Creature can be omni potent, P. 13, 14. 
or be made a God, 

Xx Du Cite them, aſſert) by that God, who ſays, Is there a God Iſa. xliv. 8. 
be ſides me? Tea, there is no God, I know not any. xlv. 22. 


or was made God, (as you and your Authors, 16, 1), 36. 


6. It the Holy Ghoſt be the Creature of Jeſus Chriſt, as you 


: Gafſert; and if Jeſus Chriſt took the Manhood into God, as 


re ſay, or into that excellent Being made by God, as you 


7 ay; for I preſume we both agree he was truly Man, and that 
ell together he was upon Earth One Perſon, how is it recon- 


Tileable ro common Senſe, that the Creature ſhould form any 
Parr of him, by whom he himſelf was created? For the Holy 

teiv'd in her, was of the Holy Ghoſt. Did he, who at firſt made Luke i. 35. 
Man, and could raiſe his own Body from the Dead, want the Matt. i. 20. 
Help of his Creature to form a Body for himſelf in the Vir- | 

in's Womb? Again it is ſaid, God giveth not the Spirit by Mea- John iii. 
e to him; Did he want his own Creature to aſſiſt him in his 34. 
miraculous Works here on Earth ? Could he make him, and | 
not have him without the ſpecial Gift of God? Could he ſend John xvi. 
um to his Diſciples (as he ſays, I will ſend him to you ) and could 7. 
not take him to himſelf. But the Belief of Three Perſons 
inthe Godhead ( tho! the Scriptures mention them as the Crea- 

tor, the Redeemer and the Sanctifier of Mankind) frees us 

from the inconſiſtent Difficulties of your Scheme, becauſe they 

cancur as one God, in the Creation of the World, and the 
Redemprion of Mankind. | 

Theſe aps, - may be ſufficient to ſhew, how much better Pf, cxxxi. 
and ſafer ir is for us not to exerciſe our ſelves in Things foo x. 
Mab and wonderful for us, nor to ſeek Things too hard for us, Eccl. xxxi. 
feaning to our own Underſtanding, leſt we be wiſe in our own Con- 31, Cc. 
cite, and incur the Cenſure, which one Man after God's own Rom. xi. 


Heart, and another the Wiſeſt Man, have fix'd upon ſuch bold 25. 


| Attempts. | Pf. cxxxi. 
And this will appear to be the more our Duty, by conſider- x. 


in the Conſequences which ſuch Doftrines have had, and may Prov.xxvi. 
fill have upon the Minds of Men. For, 12. 


1. I am confident that the Doctrine of Arius, which ſpread 
ir ſelf fo largely and chiefly in Aſia and Africa, may be truly 


Maid to have laid the Foundation of Mahometaniſm, which that 


Impoſtor built upon it: For when that Heretick Aris had aſ- 


ſberted the Unity of the Godhead in ſuch Terms as to exclude 
3 R 9 to 


181 
the Son and Holy Ghoſt, making our Lord jeſus Chriſt to be 
no more than a Creature, which any Prophet is, tho' one be 
ſuppos d the older and more excellent Creature of the Two z it 


became eaſy for Hahomet to perſuade the Minds of Men, ſo 
prepar'd to receive his Doctrine, (which in a great Meafure 


agreed wich that of Aris) and himſelf as a Propher, who 


1 Theſ. il. 
11, 12. 


x Cor. i. 
23. 

John xii. 
34 


P. 30. 


John viii. 
8. 
John ix. 
28, 29. 


be ſupported by common Senſe; and I hope to ſhew, that it . 


1 Cor. xv. 


: 11. 


1 Cor. i. 
21» 
2 


ſhew'd them ſtill @ more excellent Way : And it was a juſt Judg- 


ment from Heaven to ſend them a ſtrong Deluſion, that they ſhould © : 
believe a Lye, becauſe they received not the Love of the Truth ; 
or rather, when they had receiv'd it, put from them the Word of 420 


God, and by ſo doing had judg'd themſelyes unworthy of ever- 
laſting Life. 


2. It muſt alſo have as ill an Effect upon the Fews, by har- RR 
— them in their Iafidelity and Blaſphemy : For as the 
xion of Chriſt was at firſt a Stumbling- bloc to them, 

who had heard out of their Law, and expected that their Meſ- 
fiah ſhould abide for ever; ſo it muſt be no leſs a Stumbling- ' 
block to be told, that their Meffiah is a mere Creature, if they 
have an Opinion that he is to be the Son of God, God equal 
to God; as, I ſhall ſhew by and by, was the Notion and Be- 


Cruci 


lief of their Forefathers; and therefore, not This Doctrine, as 
you ſay, but Yours will appear a ſtrange Doctrine to the ers; 
and if Chriſt be no more chan a Prophet, they will hardly be 
induced to believe that he was greater than their Father Abra- 
ham, or than Moſes, whoſe Diſciples they are, and who know 
that God ſpake to him. ps 

3. Conſider what Advantage you give to the Scepticks of 
this Age, who deny all reveal'd Religion: For they will think 
they have as much Right to the Light of Nature and common 
Senſe as your ſelf; for this is the moſt equally divided of any 
Thing in che World, becauſe every Man thinks he has enough 


of it; tho' that very Thought is a full Proof that he has not | 


fo. Now very probably you may confirm them, by the Au- 
thorities you have ſo confidently cited, in the Disbelief of the 
Religion into which they were baptized ; becauſe all Men are 
apt to believe thoſe in the right who favour their own Opini- 
ans or Wiſhes; but I cannot think they will be convinced by 
thole Authorities to embrace your Scheme of Religion; and 
then they will recur to the Sufficiency of their own common 
Senſe ; and I hope I have ſhewn, that your Scheme is not to 


is not to be ſupported by Scripture neither; which is wreſted 
by you to a Senſe very different from the plain Meaning of the 
Texts themielves, which you quote, and of many other Places 


boch of the Old and New Teſtament, expreſly aſſerting the : 


Doctrine, which St. Paul and che Apoſtles fo preach'd, and ſo 
we believe; being aſſurd that the World by . Wiſdom cannot 
know God; chag is, fo know as he is reveal'd to us by the 
: TI 1 | ET 


\ 


LS == 


Ss, Ra MV Wa” nM =» 


S 4+ Gu Ho 


14 


. 


. 


R. 
T, 
bo 
” 
* 
P, 
x 
on 
E 
, U 
hos 
* 
* 
43 
'F 


Nn 


191 


5oſpel, not in the Wards which Man's Hiſdm teacketh, but which 1 Cor. it, 
he Holy Ghoſt teacheth. For the natural Man recerveth not the 13. 
Chings of the Spirit of God, for they are Fooliſhneſs to him; neitbet Ver. 14. 


; , an be know them, becauſe they are ſpiritually dijcern'd. 
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I come now to your Texts and Teſtimonies, of which 
ave ſome few Things to obſerve: - 


1. You ſay; © Theſe, which you have cited, are the principal p. 24. 
Original Texts and Teſtimonies, which concern the important Sub- 
je# be fore us, viz, The voluntary Generation and Creation of the p. 29. 
Son o/ God, and againſt his Coeternity with the Father. 
And yet you have quared but Six Texts our of the Bible, 
Ind Two of them are out of the Apocrypha, which is indeed al- 
Wow'd by the Papiſts, but not by Proteſtants, as a ſufficient 
Ground for cſtabliſhing any Article of Fairh. But however, th Artic. 
Wieſe and the others I thal] examine by and by, of the 39. 


2. As for your Teſtimonies ; I cannot pretend to ſo much 
earning, as to difcuſs them with you, as I ought : But I am 
Wſtoniſh'd that you have dared to © © appeal to ſo many great p. 40. 
# Men of our Church, &s you have named, for the Truth and Fair. 

® ne/s of your Quotations and Ajjer tions: For I make no Douwbr, 

Wc 1 my (elf ſhall be able ro fhew that they are neither fair nor 

ue, 

And when you have made good your Claim to the Ante- 
ene Fathers, by confutiug what the Reverend Biſhop Bull has 
lich deof their Senſe, and when you or any Man elle has 


ena juſt Anſwer to the excellent Tracts writ by Dr. Water- 

E. in Vindication of Chriſt's Divinity; then, and not till 
Men, will it be proper or decent to criumph as you do, That P. 38. 
be Teſtimonies for our Doctrine are few and uncertain; and then 
allo there will be no need of thoſe very many and pregnant ones, 
Which, you ſay, are againſt it: Beſides, ſhould they prove to 
be ſuch as you have cited in your Letter to me, which it ſeems 
ae che beſt you can produce, they will be like Arrows ſhot up 
towards Heaven, they will fall upon your own Head, bur do 
your Adverſary no Harm. | 

— Among your Teſtimonies, I find Two taken from Jews, who 
rely are very improper Evidences againſt the Divinity of our 
Saviour, tho” they may be very good Witneflcs to prove the 
Divinity of the Meſſiah, when they expreſly aſſert it, or ſay 

hat neceſſarily rends to it, as I hope co ſhew. 

But as you ſum up your Evidence, ſo you alſo give me 2 
Summary of your Faith, as before-mention'd ; but l am ſur- 
priz d co find it deduced from Authors, who in the Places you 
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cite ont of them, aſſert Propoſitions inconſiſtent with, and con- 


tradictory to the ſeveral Articles of that Faith which you pro- 
.  fefs: Now either you oughe to rake all they ſay for true, 


which, if your Quorations were fair and juſt, is impoſſible; 
or if you take that Part only which you like beſt, then "ris 
not upon their Authority that you do it; for their Authority 
is as ſtrong for one Parr as the other; but you chuſe what 
fairs with your Notions, which you had taken up from ſome 
other Reaſons, perhaps your Light of Nature, or your common 
Senſe ; and the moſt, that thoſe Authorities can ſignify, is to 
countenance you in your Opinions; and yer they can be bur of 
litrle Uſe even ro this, if they be inconſiſtent with themſelves; 
as will appear by ſome Inſtances. | 


1. You will take it ill, if 1 ſhould not allow that the Tefti. 
monies you have quoted, did aſſert that the Son of God was a 
Creature, made, begotten by the Will of his Father, or created ; 
ſo | need not mention them here: Ard for the preſent, tl 1 
come to examine them, let it be granted. 

But of theſe very Teſtimonies ſome do likewiſe aſſert, 


Vim to be God, 
He was a true God, or cruly God. 
God produced a Spirit like unto. himſelf, who ſhould be endued 
- with the Powers of God the Father. 
The Son alone is honoured with the Pacernal Dignity. 
God the Word. n 
You your ſelf, ſpeaking of the Place in chi Hebrews, of tlie 
Eternal Spirit, do ſay, perhaps this Place belongs to the Di- 
vine Nature or Word it ſelf in Chriſt. 
Ard you ſtile him, our Lord and God Chrift Jeſus. 
And you argue out of Euſebius, That the Holy Ghoſt is not 
God, becauſe he did not receive his Generation from the Fa- 
. ther: The Conſequence of which Argument is, that Chriſt 


muſt be God, becauſe he did receive his Generation from the 
Either. 


Now that the Son of God ſhould be truly God, the traut 
God; that the Divine Nature, the very paternal Digmty fhouid 


be in him; that he ſhould have ol? the Prwers of God the Fa- 


ther, and be only a Creature, is what I cannot poſſibly un- 
derſtand or reconcile, bur muſt leave it to your common 
Senſe. 

A made God, as yon ſtile him from Origen; or an only begot- 
ten God, from Euſebius, in the Senſe which you give it, viz. 
the ſame as created, may become the Heathen Myrhology and 
Theogony, tho” che wifeſt even of them contemned it: And is 
it to be tranſplanted into Chriſtianity ? 
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ews plainly, that he thought it very abſurd, perhaps impi- 
3. For, ſays he, when Origen ſays the Sin is @ made God, 
== he plainly determines, that he is but à created Being; and this 
: 1 Juſtly cenſures, by calling it a bold Attempt upon 
= G 


I do not pretend that all Origen's Opinions can be defended, 
e was a great platoniſt; and as they were ſome of the firſt 
ho embraced Chriſtianity, fo they were alſo ſome of the for- 
ardeſt to corrupt the Simplicity of it, by grafting into it 
me of their Notions. But in this Particular before us, tho' 
Vip banius, who wrote above a Hundred Years after the Death 
Origen, charges him with this Opinion, yet Pamphilus, who 

d in or near the Time of Origen, and wrote an Apology for 
im, declares Origen's Sentiments of the Trinity as Orthodox, 
ad in Terms as plain, as afterwards the Nicene Council and 
banaſius himſelf expreſs'd the Doctrine which we now pro- 


Ws; and if the Writings of Origen were corrupted even in his Epiſt. ad 
een Time, as he himſelf complains they were, they might be Char. in 
= much more ſo after his Death. And Pamphilus, who was him- Alexan- 
ea Martyr, may juſtly be preſum'd to ſtare truly, as well dria, an- 
as to know better, what the Opinions of Origen were, than nex'd to 
ani, for the Reaſon I have mention'd. Beſides, if chofe Pamphi- 

Mes of Origen, which, by your Quotations our of them, you lus's Ah: 

-— to be genuine, do furmſh me with Paſſages plainly logy. 789. 

35 


early ex preſſing the Doctrine of the Trinity; and it your 
tions out of him to ſupport the contrary, do not amount 
5 or are not fairly and truly repreſented by you, as I hope 
to ew; then I may conclude that Origen's Opinion is more 
traly ſtared by Pamphilus than by Epiphanius; and that you 
hae very ill ſupported Epipbaniuss Charge againſt him. 


2 A Second Inſtance of the Inconſiſtency of your Quotations, 
and which indeed is a Contradiction, is, that in them it is Lud 1 


The Son of God 


made of a Subſtance be- Was deriv'd from the Sub- 
aten, or made by Gd. ſtance of the Father. 
2 P. 12. He was a Subſtance, be- p. 17. Derivd from the Sub- 
1 _ by the Divine ſtance of the Father. 
ower, 


What you quote out of Epiphanius, of Origen's Opinion, P. 1). 


4 P. 12. 4 Being, begotten, made, 
created, becauſe bis Sub- 
* ſtance is not any Thing un- 
VLVieorotten. 


P. 32. 


P. 13. God begat of himſelf a 
certain rational Power , 
which is call d by the Holy 


| Spirit ſometimes Son, ſome- 
times God, 
B P. 258. 


; LS) 


p. 32. The very SubRtance of our q P. 26. Mr. Whiſton's Account 
Saviour was not the unbe- of the Notion of the An- 


gotten Subſtance of the cients is, This Word was i 

Father, but was it [elf | in an. ineffable Manner 
begotten by the Divine begotten or created out of n 
Power. | bis (God's) Subſtance int; Me 
| a real ſubſiſting Perſon 0 u 
Being. And, * 
p. 33. Diony ſius ſuppoſes not on- | P. 19. Endued with all the pow. 
ly a Difference of the Sub- ers of God the Far her. = | 
ſiſtences of the Father and P. 20. Euſebius ſays, God h 
the Son, tut a Diverſity the Word was alone, be- | 
of Subſtance, - an Inferio- gotten of him (dg uri, ac 
rity of Power, and a Dif- out of him, as is ſaid be- I 
ference of Glory. fore, P. 26. out of His 2 1 45 


| Subſtance) by a Commu- 
nication from him tha 
begat him, and he was de- 
clared God of God; 
( which are the ven) 


Words of the Nicenc 


Creed.) And, 
P. 36. The Father, Son, and Ho- P. 16. The Efflux of the Eter. 
ly Ghoſt are Three Sub- nal Light ( that is, in 
ſtances. | the Words of the Nicene 


Creed, Light of Light.) 


But I muſt obſerve, in your Quotation above- mention d out 
of Euſebius, Demonſtr. Evang. I. 4. c. 15. your Tranſlation f 
wm Yn 7% YErviouyr O, by a Communication from him that begat 
is not juſt and proper; for it ought to be render'd, By a Cen. 
munion, a Participation or taking part of him that begat. 80 
#1404 is tranſlated, Heb, ii. 14. he took part, and ſo winy e 
is render d in ſeveral Places of the Scripture ; for perez is & 
the ſame Significarion as xo:v@r®, to have in common; which laſt 
Word is us d in the ſame Text, Zeb, ii. 14. in the ſame Senſe 
as pers is there us'd; and xoyaria is render'd Communi, 
1 Cor. x. 6. And I find in my Lexicon, that ue, propriè et 
The Greek cum aliquo habere; and that the Latins have no other Word ti 
Word for ex preis it, but only by participare, or participem efſe : So thi 
Communi- Communion, partaking, or taking part of him, is ſomething mor: == 
care 3s v than a Communication from him. This laſt ſignifies, imparrin; . (h 
vd; but to another what was not his before: Communion is, having bor 
*,, common what both Partners have an equal Right to. The Diff 8 
ſignifies rence therefore is very material; unleſs you mean that what no 
Commune was communicated from God the Father, was his own Sub. (0 
aliquid ſtance, (as you lay was the Not ion of the Ancients ) and th 
habere, Conſequence of this I have already ſhewn to be, that he mu 
P. 26. be Uncreated; and then you muſt acknowledge the Words "= | 
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the Vene Creed to be true and proper, that he is & h, of 


one subſtance with the Father, 


Do not object to me, that I am dividing the Divine Eſſence, 
nd ſo making Two Gods: For, as in the above-mention'd 
ext, Heb. ii. 14. by taking part of the ſame, he had the whole 
uman Nature, and was perfe# Man; ſo as God, he had the 
whole Divine Nature, the Fulneſs of the Godhead, in him; and 
as perfelt God: And as by having the whole human Nature 


# 
* 


* . 

„ him, he was not all Men, but one Man; fo by having the 

WF hole Divine Nature, he was not all the Perſons, but one Perſon 

» the Holy Trinity. And this is the Language of Tertullian, as 

_ ſo of Euſebius, Origen, &c. (as I ſhall herein after mention) 

- bree Perſons, not by Section, or Separation of the Divine 

„ Eſſence, but in Rank and Order according to the Divine 

u. RR 0: x010 puny | 
„And this is fuch a Myſtery, that Euſebius ſays, (i) that no Eccl. Hiſts 
2. rds can be found ſufficient to expreſs the Generation and l. 1. c. 2. 
d, "Dignity, the Efſence and Nature of Chriſt. And Origen ſpeaks ai ge- 


e che ſame Effect: (*) There are ſome things, whoſe Signification &, J. 4. 
ne Man can properly explain by any Words of human Language: For, C. 2. 
| de ſays, (1) God only Father, Son, and. Holy Ghoſt, hath the Pamph. 
er. edge of himſelf. I have ventured to quote this Book of Apo. 
1 2 becauſe Euſebius has ſaid the ſame; and ſo does the p. 751. 
ture too: For no Man knoweth the Son, but the Father; nei- Matt. xi. 


aeweth any Man the Father, ſave the Son. Which Text is 27. 
trequencly apply'd by che Ancient Fathers, to denote the In- 
comprehenſbility of che Divine Nature of Chriſt; and ſo it is 
aich of the Word of God, Rev. xix. 12. He had a Name written, 
that none knew but he himſelf. 

ad cherefore I may much more expect from your Juſtice 
fuck a Conſtruction of my Expreſſions in this Letter, as is ſui- 


8 tale to che Faith for which I am pleading. 

8 0 proceed to the particular Examination of your Teſtimo- 
lat Wet, (thoſe, I mean, which are taken out of ſuch Books as I 
enſe have in my Library) and ſhall ſhew, that your Quotations are 


neither fair nor true; and ſhall follow the Order in which you 
2 of have placed them in your Letter, when I have made ſome fur- Demonſt. 


a oOblervations upon your Quotation above-mcntion'd out of Evang. | 
that *. . I; 4. C. I 54 
nort — 8 
tin =. 4 ES | 
Ng 10 (0 Lern tur, #7 Y dia, ad ns 7 Sig Ne 8 Nel x) 
ff 68 ne av eig iOctmv A rHpunc , . 
uhu Sunt quædam quorum fignificationem preprie nullus om- 
Sub. Apes humanæ linguz ſermonibus explicare. 
(N ) Solus enim Deus. Pater, Filius, & Spiritus Sanctus ſui 
* Mientiam tener, 


B > Which 


[ 14 ] 
Which you render, p. 20. | Bur in the Greet it runs thus 


God the Word was alone be- (!) God the Word having par. 
gotten of him by a+ Communica- | ticipated of the Divine, to al 
tion from him that begat him, | incommunicable, Paternal Fra- 
who was the Unbegotten, the | grancy ; and being alone begotten ; 
firſt and the greater Being: And |} of- him; and by a Participation, 
he was declar'd God of Cod, | or taking part of him who beg 
and calld the Chrift and the | him, who was the Unbegotten, 
Anointed, and the Firſt, and the Greater, 
being manifeſted to be God f 

God, was calfd Chriſt, and th: 
Anointed. 


The Difference between theſe Two Tranſlations is obvious; 
and what I ſhall obſerve upon this Paſſage, will ſhew how very 
unjuſt and unfair you have been in repreſenting it. ; 


1. You have omitted the firſt Part of it, tho' it was the pro- 
per Introduction to the Concluſion of it; and indeed the Rea. 
ſon why the Word of God was call'd Chriſt and the Anointed, 
viz. becauſe he was anointed with the Divine, Incommunicable, 
Paternal Fragrancy; but this did not ſuit with your Doctrine, 
being too ſtrong an Aſſertion of his Divinity; for if he had al 
the Divine, the very Paternal Attributes of God, incommunica- 
ble to all Creatures, then ſurely he is not a Creature, for it wil 
be groſs Blaſphemy to aſſert it; he muſt be God. 


2. I have before obſerv'd your Tranſlation of wenys by 1 
Communication; I now add, Why do you tranſlate wry 5 54 
e ] by a Communication from him that begat ? For 
1, Grammar will not bear it; and 2dly, Neither will good 
Senſe : For ſuppoſing Communication were a proper Signif. 
cation of wm», there muſt be a Communication of ſomething, 
as well as a Perſon from whom the Communication is made; but 
in your Tranſlation nothing is ſaid to be communicated, but 
in Euſebius the Communication is of him that begat ; And thi 
was very proper to what follows it. For, 


3. You have left out the word And, which ſhould have pre 
ceded, by a Communication; and inferred ic before, He was d. 
clared God, that your Reader might think he was begot by 


1 
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Communication from him, of ſome Created Subſtanee, as you 


ay in your Letter; and that Euſebius in this Paſſage, by your 
"uoting ir, ſupported that Opinion; yet this is far otherwiſe: 


or tho it be true, that he is the only begotten Son of God, 


Pecauſe he partakes of him that begar him; yer the Intent of 
Euſebius in this Place was not to prove that Propoſition, but to 
Five a Reaſon why and how he was God of God, vx. by a 
Participation of God. 


And therefore if you would allow Euſebius to ſpeak for him- 


3 If, and his own Senſe, it is plainly this: That God che Word is 


e only begotten of the Father; that he is truly God, for he 


Bartakes of him, and his Divine Nature and Eſſence ; and becauſe 
e is anointed with all the Divine, Incommunicable, Paternal At- 


ibures, he is ſtiFd Chriſt, and the Anointed. 


And though he that begat, is ſaid to be the Firſt and the 


eater ; yet this muſt be underſtood, as others, who have us d 
me like Expreſſions, have explain'd them, viz. in Rank and 
Order, not in State and Dignity ;, and Euſebius, in this very Place, 
goes on and cites the 45th Pſalm, ver. 6, 7. Thy Throne, O God, 


for ever and ever, & c. as St. Paul had applied it, Heb. i. and 


Fttle after ſtiles him (w) Copartner in the Throne with the God 
over all, 


hac I have to ſay to your Quotation out of Juſtin, that P. 12. 
Si is the Firft-born, will be more proper when I come to 


r cited by you out of the Colofians. 
Pour Two firſt Quotations our of his Dialogue with Trypho Pp. 13. 
are right; only your Tranflation of agg ai«droy, before the 
World, CAREY is indeed equivalent to the literal rendring, 
befare the Ages) will not warrant what you mean by it, as if 
there were a Time when he was not, as will appear in the Se- 
quel of this Letter, and indeed in this very Paſſage : For when 
Trypbo had ſumm d up Fuftin's Aſſertion, p. 267. wifich he had 
been proving, viz. That Chriſt being God, preexifted before all 
Ages, was begotten and made Man; he adds, (u) This is not only 
@ Paradox, but is alſo fooliſh. Which ſhews how he under- 
food Fuſtin, viz. that he was truly God in the higheſt Senſe ; 
for other wiſe, Fro who believ'd that Angels had been often 
ſent and appear'd in human Shape, would never have call'd it a 
Paradox and Folly to aſſert, that a Creature, tho' never ſo 
excellent, ſhould come into the World. 

Your Third Quotation, Who was God before the World was Pial. 


made, muſt be readily agreed to, and twill by no Means be þ. 276. 
ſubſervient to your Purpoſe, For | 
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[ 16 ] 
. Fuſtin was proving, that One of the Three who appear'd to 
Abraham, and was call'd and wrfitren in Scripture to be God, 


. 


; 
4 
=. 


and was God before the World was made, was another Perſon! 
different from him who made all Things: I mean, ſays he, 1 
h. Number not in Will. And then he 2 to ſeveral ſuch 
; other Proofs of this Doctrine out of the Scriptures. 2 
Here I muſt not let flip this Occafion to take notice of you; 
very confident Aſſertion, That the Ancient Chriſtians ever al. 
* low'd, that the Expreſſions in the Old Teſtament, whenever ther: 
© was a viſible Perſon appear d, were ſpoken by the Son, as the! 
© mage of the Inviſible God, or as repreſenting and perſonating bun 
Father, as his Minifter and Vicegerent; and that they neue 

© lorh'd upon them as true in the higheſt Senſe of the n. The 

- contrary is moſt plain by the Inſtances in Zuſtin, who draw: 


4 


3. 


rr e 


— 2 


the ſame Conſequences from them, as do now the Moderm 
On the New And Dr. Hammond ſays, That twas the general Opinion of xu 
T-fizme:t, Ancient Fathers of the Church, that he, who appear d of old to th 
p- 820. Patriarchs, was not the Firſt, but the Second Perſon in the Trinity. \ 
and that theſe his Appearances were Præludia TIncarnationis # 
Adv. Ju- (*) And Tertullian ſays, twas the Son of God who ſpoke to Moſes 
dxos, c. 9, And Euſebius lays expreſsly, (h) it was Chriſt who appear'd tt * 
p. 142. Abraham; and he ftiles him God, and that Abraham wor 
Eccl. Hiſt. ſhipp'd him as God: And adds, That it was impious' to ſay thi © * 
p. 6, 7. 2 Appearances of God were only of Angels, the Miniſters L 
. * 
Excuſe this Digreſſion; and I return to your Quotation ou * 
p. x of Juſtin, taken irom p. 284, 28 3. And Lask, « 
; FT Op Why did you ſtop ſo unfairly by drawing a Line 9 
after theſe Words, Begotten voluntarily (by the Will) of the Fi 79 
ther; for the very next Words are, () But not ſuch as we ſt 'y 
begotten among us: And then he goes on to illuſtrate the Gene AM 
ration of the Son of God by the Similitude of a Word ſpoke - 
by us, and of a Fire kindled by another Fire, which is nu 8 
leſſen d by that which was kindled by it, but remains ftill th 0 


fame. () © To me, ſays he, will bear Witneſs the Word of Wil 
dom, himſelf being that God begotten of the Father of all thing a 
* and being the Word, and Wiſdom, and Power, and Glory, © © 
© him that begat him, as Solomon ſays, And here is inſerted ; 


ee 
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great Part of the 8th Chapter of proverbs, as a Proof of what 
| Juſtin had ſaid ; and then, as a further Proof, he quotes the 
ſon 1ſt of Geneſis, Let us male Man, &c. which, he ſays, was 
118 ſpoken ar leaſt to the Son of God, (as Origen does alſo in his 
uch Comment on St. Fohn, I. 5- p. 257.) and makes it an Evidence 
of his Divinity, and expoſes the abſurd Anſwers of the ems; 
our and then adds the other Text, Man #s become like one of us, as 
a. full Proof of the Son's Divinity, ſaying, (Y) Does not the Sing, 
her: Like one of us, denote at leaſt Two who ſ ub ſiſted together with 
each other? And can the Doctors ſhew it was ſpoken to Angels, and 
biz" ſo make Man's Body the Creature of Angels? 


t6 ,—- 
þ 


ve) Then follows che latter Part of the Quotation, which you 
The have rendred very differently from the Original, as will appear 
aw by comparing them. 

rn | 

th Mr. WHISTON, In the GREEK. 

th | 


it,; But the Production which (n) But indeed this Begot- 
is 4 really proceeded from the Fa- | ten of the Father was with 
tber before all Creatures, was | the Father before all his Works, 

d te * with the Father, and to him | and with him the Father con- 
jor did the Father ſpeak, as the | ferrd, as the Word by Solomon 
thi $Word declares by Solomon; } has declar'd ; For that he him- 
4% For in the Beginning, before | ſelf was begotten by God, both 
Creatures, this very Off- | the Principle, before all his 

ou pring was produced by God, | Works, and his Offspring, which 
which by Solomon ig flil'd is by Solomon calld Wil 


wa EW:iſdom. dom, 
Fi To this very ill Tranſlation 
ſe Jou add your own worſe Com- 


ene. ment. { Alluding to Prov. viii. 
ket 22. Oc. where tis ſaid, God 
no - Ereated Wiſdom the Beginning of 
the is Ways for his Works.) 


| 


F Juſtin does indeed quote the 8ch of the Proverbs, as I have 
5% before obſerv'd ; bur tis to prove the direct contrary, both of 
d; hat by your Tranflition you wiſh him to ſay, and of your 
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Conſtruction of the 8ͤch of the Proverbs ; and therefore you uſe 
him and your Reader very hardly, to ſay, he alludes to this 
Chapter for the Support of both. | | 

And you have taken great Liberty in tranſlating «ex, ( not 
&pyn In the Beginning, for tis turning the Nominative into 
the Dative Caſe, . = 

I think it is plain, by the whole Tenor of Fuſtin's Diſcourſe, 
that it is ſo far from countenancing your Opim on, that it over 
throws it; and therefore I ſhall make no further Comment up- 
on it, but what Trypho's Anſwer, which you quote, gives me 
Occafion ro do: He ſays, Let him be own'd by you, as Lord, © 
Chrift and God, as the Scriptures declare: But for us, who are the 
Wor ſhippers of that God, who made him, we ſtand in no need of ſuch * 
4 Confeſſion, or ſuch a Worlhip. | 

From this Paſſage it is plain, that Trypho acknowledges that 
the Scriptures declare Chriſt to be Lord and God; and tho he 
ſays, p. 289. (u) That he was aſtoniſh'd with the many Texts 
cited by Fuſtin, and particularly knew not what to ſay to that 
of Iſaiah, I am God, and will not give my Glory to another; yer, 
with the Obſtinacy of a Few, he ſtill ſtiles him a made God, 
( and thus far you tread his Steps, tho' *tis an odd Sort of 
Chriſtianity that is Izarn'd from a Few.) But then his Objecti- 
on to this Notion 1s ſurely very juſt, That they, who worſhip 
the God that made him, have no Need of ſuch a God, or ſuch a 
Worſhip ; and ir is incum bent on you, who proteſs this Do- 
ctrine, to give ſome Anſwer to it; for till you do, the Jews 
are not like to be your Profelyres, tho' you boaſt againſt us, 
that 'ris our Doctrine which gives them Offence. 

I proceed to your other Teſtimonies, which you repreſent 
ſo partially, and in ſuch a manner, as, by the like Method, a 
Man may prove, even out of the Scriptures, any the moſt ab- 
ſurd and impious Propoſition. 

In your Quotation out of Athenagoras, in which the Son is 
ſaid to be the Firſt Production of the Father, not as a Being 
made; you add of your own, (for tis not in the Book) out of 
nothing. Thus you qualify a plain and abſolute Propoſition of 
your Author; and to refute his poſitive Aſſertion, that the Son 
was not a Being made, you would have him underſtood to mean, 
by impoſing upon him your Senſe, not made of Nothing, leaving 
your Reader to chuſe which of the contradictory Propofitions 
(which I have before taken notice of) he pleaſes, as ro the 
Subſtance of which he was made, provided he will agree with - 
you chat he was made, 
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” = treat Irenews alſo, for you own that he ſays Chriſt P. 26. 


s Eternal Word, unmade ; and yet you ſuppoſe his 
aning alſo to be, not made out of Nothing. Irenexs further 
, that he always coexiſted with the Father, and was ever with 
& : To which your Anſwer is very pretty, viz. and he avoid- 
Wing, that God created him: ny how was ir poſſible for 

a 


id rhe firſt ? Eternal, Un- 


- "ae, and yet Created, could be ſaid by none, who knew what 


= oy dre 9 
3 = 7! Tag et qe t dxuo a; N ding NN. 


g ontradiction was; and only by one, who could have a No- 
of a made God. 
ou quote our of Tertullian, What other Characteriſtick is p. 16. 


ere of God than Eternity? I agree, that without it he would 


"mot be God; and therefore all your Quotations, and your own 
- Aﬀercions, that our Saviour is God, are vain, and ſerve only 


to amuſe or abuſe the World, if you do not believe him to be 
Eternal. 
bY But to return to Athanagoras. 
perhaps it may be too nice an Objection to your Tranſlation 
of N Ve ( uuſ c,, out of your Depth of Underſtanding, 
to tell you that c is Exceſs, and may be nor a Compli- 
ment, but a Reproof of their Curioſity in defiring to pry into 
Myſteries unfathomable. But ler this pals, 
($) Why did you omit what immediately preceded your 
Quotation, viz. The Father and the Son being One; the Son be- 
* ingin the Father, and the Father in the Son, in Unity and Power 
© of the spirit; the Son of God is the Mind, or Wiſdom, or Word of 
© tbe Father. | 
And immediately after your Quotation follows: 
*(?) And we ſay that the Holy Ghoſt working in the Prophets, 
© is ie Efflux of God flowirg from and reflected back to him, as 
© theRays of the Sun: Who then would not wonder, that ſhould 
© hear them call'd Atheiſts, who acknowledge God the Father, 
© God the Son, and the Holy Ghoſt, ſhewing both their Power 
Unity, and their Diſtinction in Order? 
JSurely Athenagoras is a Chriſtian Writer before the Days of 
Athanaſ145, and does here aſſert the Three Perſons to be One 
Gags and yer in your Letter to the Biſhop of London, you p. 
challenge any Man to produce one that does fo; and I obſerve, 
vou there allow Tertullian does ſo, but you therefore 
| 4 5 | 
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P. 30. 


P. 15. 


Chriſtianity that is Izarn'd from a Few.) But then his Objecti- 


are not like to be your Profelyres, tho' you boaſt againſt us, 


by impoſing upon him your Senſe, not made of Nothing, leaving 
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Conſtruction of the 8rh of the Proverbs ; and therefore you uſe 
him and your Reader very hardly, to ſay, he alludes to this 
Chapter for the Support of both. ; _— 
And you have taken great Liberty in tranſlating &e4, (not 
&pyn) In the Beginning, for tis turning the Nominative into 
the Datiue Caſe, = 
I think it is plain, by the whole Tenor of Zuſtin's Diſcourſe, . 
that it is ſo far from countenancing your Opin on, that it over 
throws it; and therefore I ſhall make no further Comment up- 
on it, but what Trypho's Anſwer, which you quote, gives me 
Occafion to do: He ſays, Let him be own'd by you, as Lord, 
Chriſt and God, as the Scriptures declare: But for us, who are the | 
Wor ſhippers of that God, who made him, we ſtand in no need of ſuch ® 
a Confeſſion, * uch a Worſhip. | | 
From this Paſſage it is plain, that Trypho acknowledges that 
the Scriptures declare Chriſt to be Lord and God; and tho' he 
ſays, p. 289. (u) That he was aſtoniſh'd with the many Texts 
cited by Juſtin, and particularly knew not what to ſay to that 
of Iſaiah, I am God, and will not give my Glory to another; yet, 
with the Obſtinacy of a Few, he ſtill ſtiles him a made God, 
and thus far you tread his Steps, tho' tis an odd Sort of 


on to this Notion is ſurely very juſt, That they, who worſhip 
the God that made him, have no Need of ſuch a God, or ſuch a 
Worſhip ; and it is incum bent on you, who profeſs this Do- 
ctrine, to give ſome Anſwer to it; for till you do, the Fews 


that tis our Doctrine which gives them Offence. 

I proceed to your other Teſtimonies, which you repreſent 
ſo partially, and in ſuch a manner, as, by the like Method, a 
Man may prove, even out of the Scriptures, any the moſt ab- 
ſurd and impious Propoſition. 

In your Quotation out of Athenagoras, in which the Son is 
ſaid to be the Firſt Production of the Father, not as a Being 
made; you add of your own, (for tis not in the Book) out of 
nothing. Thus you qualify a plain and abſolure Propofition of Atha 
your Author; and to refute his poſitive Aſſertion, that the Son 
was not a Being made, you would have him underſtood to mean, 


your Reader to chuſe which of the contradictory Propoſitions 
(which I have before taken notice of) he pleaſes, as ro the | 


Subſtance of which he was made, provided he will agree with 
you chat he was made, 
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God's Eternal Word, unmade; and yet you ſuppoſe his 
Waning alſo to be, not made out of Nothing. Trenews further 
Ws, that he always coexiſted with the Father, and was ever with 
ro which your Anſwer is very pretty, viz. and he auoid- 

ing, that God created him: Pray how was it poſſible for 
WM to ſay this laſt, after he had ſaid the firſt ? Eternal, Un- 


ou quote out of Tertullian, What ot her Charaeriſtick is P. 16. 


ere of God than Eternity ? I agree, that without it he would 


de God; and therefore all your Quotarions, and your own 
-Aﬀercions, that our Saviour is God, are vain, and ſerve only 


to amuſe or abuſe the World, if you do not believe him to be 
Eternal. 

x Bur to return to Athanagoras. 

Perhaps it may be too nice an Objection to your Tranſlation 
of of vc lu (woes, out of your Depth of Underſtanding, 
to tell you that Co is Exceſs, and may be not a Compli- 
ment, bur a Reproof of their Curioſity in defiring ro pry into 
Myſteries unfathomable. Bur ler this pals, 

(©) Why did you omit what immediately preceded your 
Quotation, viz. © The Father and the Son being One; the Son be- 
* ingan the Father, and the Father in the Son, in Unity and Power 
be Spirit; the Son of God is the Mind, or Wiſdom, or Word of 
© tbe Father. 
Aud immediately after your Quotation follows: 
ir) And we ſay that the Holy Ghoſt working in the Prophets, 
tit e Efflux of God flowirg from and reflected back to him, as 
© the Rays of the Sun: Who then would not wonder, that ſhould 
© heay them call'd Atheiſts, who acknowledge God the Father, 
© God the Son, and the Holy Ghoſt, ſhewing both their Power 
Unity, and their Diſtinction in Order? 
Surly Athenagoras is a Chriſtian Writer before the Days of 
Athanaſ1us, and does here aſſert the Three Perſons to be One 
; and yet in your Letter to the Biſhop of London, you 
challenge any Man to produce one that does ſo; and I obſerve, 
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you there allow Tertullian does fo, but you therefore 
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doubt 


ei dhe Hu dxuoa; & ding N. N ug. 


hus you treat Irenæus alſo, for you own that he ſays Chriſt P. 26. 


P. 15. 
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P. 16, 


doubt whether he may be call'd a Catholick Writer, and that 43 


laſting to Everlaſting ; and that Tertullian ſo meant them; and 


| J 
20 


is contrary to his own uſual Way of ſpeaking : Why then dv v8 
uote him in your Letter to me, if he be not of Author 
hy do you not produce ſuch Paſſages out of him, as are 
cording ro his uſual Way of ſpeaking ? Thoſe which you hw. 
inſtanced in, are neither fairly nor truly ſtared by you; 1. 
what he does ſay in thoſe Places is dire#ly and expreſsly agi . 
you, as I come now to ſhew. | „. 
At the End of your firſt Quotation out of Tertullian, 8 A 
8 S. 5. you put c. For before all Things God was ar 1 
C. | | - F n | 
Now this Cc. is the moſt extraordinary and unfair that «: g 
I met with, as Mankind will judge by the Words immed iat RF; 
following, and to which your c. relates. 8 


4 — 


« God was alone: (4) But therefore alone, becauſe there is . 8 
© trinſical Thing beſides him; but indred not even then alone, 7 


© he had with him his Reaſon: This the Greeks call Logos. 

Your Second Quotation out of Tertullian I may take nos 
of, when I come to your Texts of Scripture. "0 

In your Third Quotation, why did you not proceed, 
ſtop at the Words, The Lord created me the Beginning of 
Ways ? for immediately he adds, that he was begorren ; i 7 
thereupon ſays, (*) Hence making him equal to himſelf, 

* proceeding from whom he is made the Son: The firſt begoti "a 
© as being begotten before all Things; and the Only begotten, 
alone begotten out of God. | 

By this tis plain, that he, as well. as FJuſtin, did not c- 
ſtrue the Text in the Proverbs as you do; for how could a 0 
ated Being be equal to God himſelf? And it Begorten 2 
Created be the fame Thing, as you ſay, how could he be (: 
to be the only begotten, as alone begotten e for then he muſt 
nor only the Beginning of his Creatures, but che only Cre 
rure, 

The laſt Quotation out of Tertullian ends, He b gat me bej 
the Hills. This you mean as a Proof, that the Son of God i 
Creature. 

Bur why ſhould you put any other Conſtruction upon tit 
Words of Tertullian, when apply'd to the Son, than you 
do upon the ſame in Pſalm xc. 2. from whence they are tak: 
and where they are apply'd to the Father, as God from Ev 


pd t 


_—— 


) Solus autem quia nihil aliud extrinſecus præter 111! tis 
cæterùm ne tunc quid em ſolus, habebat enim 1tecum rations? Dei 
— hanc Græci a6oy dicunt. 0 

(r) Exindè tum purem ſibi faciens, de quo procedendo 


us factus eſt, primogenitus, ut ante omnia genitus, & unig / 
ws ut ſolus ex Deo genitus. | 5 
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I J 21 1 
press, as well as we are able, what is inconceivable, (and 
Which no Words can expreſs, as Euſebius and Origen declare) 
ri . che Eternal Generation of the Son ot God, he adds in 
e words of the Scripture, The Son is the Word, and the 
bu is God, and I and my Father are one: So that | may ſay to 
a, as he concludes this Paſſage to Hermogenes, $. 19. * But 
v1 e takes Occaſion {rom ſome Words, as is the manner of Here- | 
ice, to diſtort plain and ſunple Things. ; | | 
; 5 And that this is expreſsly Tertullian's Opinion, will be mani- | 
25 of | by another Paſſage; viz. () © We have learnt, that he- A polog- | 

cChriſt) proceeded out of God, and by that Prolation was be- adv. Gen- 
e stten, and therefore was ſaid to be the Son of Cod, and God tes, c. 21. 
at rem the Unity of Subſtance. And chen he illuſtrates it by | 

Fun and irs Rays, and ſays, The Subſtance is not ſepa- 
ted, but extended; and then repeats, What proceeds from 
e, , is God, and the Son of God ; and both are one. 


] 
| 
| 
: 


101 "XJ come now to your Teſtimonies out of Origen. 
The firſt is taken out of Origen contra Celſum, p. 238, p. 16. 
Fbey are illuminated by that Wiſdom, which is the Efflux, (or 


F endor) of the Eternal Light. 
; 1 ey; who? I gueſs you were aſham'd to tell me. For this 
„, very extraordinary Paſſage, and I wonder you would 
t re it; for as great Skill and Delight as you have in Aſtro- 
en, . I did not imagine you would give any Counte nance to 
opinion of Origen, which introduces it; for he ſays, 
nM L Th The Stars in Heaven are Rational Animals, and good, and 
L Cl c as far of this Pafizge you omit, and then put c. and be- 
| 7 "IT bey ) © were enligbten d wich the Light of Knowledge by 
ebam, which is the Eflux of the Eternal Light. 
ſt! "© his Notion he had from Plato, who indeed carry'd it a lit- 
Cr: further, (in his x2th and 13th Books de Leg.) making the 
Sum, Moon and Stars not only endued with Reaſon, but even to be 
God. And if Origen, in ſome of his Wricings, has tranſplanted 
du any more of Plato's Notions into Divinity, it is no wonder; for 
he was ſo good a Proficient in that Philoſophy, that when he 


tit ome into the School of Plotinus, he was offer d his Desk, as 
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ake 1 = | W eg.” => nes | 
2) () Hunc ex Deo prolatum didicimus, & Prolatione gene- | 
na tum, & idcirco filium Dei & Deum dium ex Unitare Sub- | 

antiæ Etiam radius ex foie porrigitur, porcio ex fummi | 


fed ſol erit in radio quia ſolis eſt radius, nec ſcperatur ſubſtan- 
lun tis fed extenditur; quod de Deo protectum cft Deus eſt, & 
on, Pei Filius, & unus ambo. 
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2 fitter to read Lectures there, than to be an Auditor (_ 
them. | = 7 

Bur (to ſay no more of this wild Notion ) this Paſſage W 

not ſupport your Opinion, that the Sn of God is 4 Creatun ll 

On the contrary, this Expreſſion, the Efflux of the Eternal Li : - 

is us'd by ſeveral of the Authors to whom you have refer by 

Adv. Gen- me, to deno e his Identity in Eſſence with the Father: So T-Sali « 

ti, c. 21. ian compares his Generation to the Ray of the Sun, which ch. 

ſhot forth from the sun; but the Sun is in that Ray, for it is a kind 

of it, &c. And Origen here a little after explains himſelt nn < 


A9 


the ſame Purpoſe, by citing St. John, (*) Gd is Light ; 1m: 
Son of God is the true Light, that lighteth every Man that come rv 
into the World, And he himſelf ſays, I am the Light of 
World. And that he mcans the Divinity of our Saviour, ns | 


plain by his citing this and other Texts expreſsly to prove: . 

Comment. () IT am the Light of the World. * I am Alpha and Omega, . 

in Johan. Ecginning and the End, the Firſt and the Laſt, And int 

p. 5. duces them with ſaying, © The greateſt and moſt perfect Accoum our 

© of Jeſus were reſervd for him, who lay in his Boſom; for nn" 

© (of the Evangeliſts) has ſo purely and clearly manifeſted / Reaſc 

Divinity as St. John. lite ra 

P. 17. Your Second Quotation out of Origen contra Celſum, L. ; 
p. 257. ends thus: The Sacred Oracles own him to be the ancien 

eſt of all Creatures. Bi 

„ „ What Origen muſt mean by the firſt Part of this Paſſag: #08 
mr ons Mi- the Son of God, the Firſt-born of every Creature; and the Concl, 8 
OW. ſion, the ancientefl of all Creatures, will be beſt explain'd ! fo 
Contra. what he himſelf ſays in another Place; where, after he hat © be 
Cell. 1.6, quoted the Text in St. Matth. xi 17. ( No Man knoweth th < tel 
F- 287- Son, but the Father, Cc. he adds, For the Unmade and Fir. * ch; 
born of all created Nature, none can know according to his Dip 1 che 

nity, as the Father does, who begat him, nor the Father fo as th * Fhi 

living Word and his Wiſdom and Truth. T 


What I have to ſay to that Expreſſion, the Firſt-born, &c. Mau 


reſerve till I come to the Text in the Colaſſi ans; bur at preſen 118 
III. 
, — — was 
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a obſerve, that your Senſe of Firſt-born, and che ancienteft 
0&7 Creatures, cannot poſſibly conſiſt wich whar 1 have laſt 


e will in {, in which che Son of God is expreſsly faid ro be Un- 
tur  ( n-); an Unmade or Vncreated Creature, is Non- 
M And if you will not interpret the Words you have ci- 
ere by choſe I have laſt mention d, you will make Origen to 
Trl WS: Contradigions ; for Unmade and Firſt-born are join'd 
ch i er. 

2 nd if you would have added the very next Words to 


1f Quotation, viz. (n) And God the Father ſaid to him, Let 
; Hate Man after Our Image and Likeneſs; I have already 
me &rv'd, that Juſtin makes this Text an Argument of the Di- 
f 185 of che Son of God, and hope to ſhew it by other Autho- 
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our next Quotation is out of Origen's Comment on Pſalm i. P. 17. 


wes when I come to it. 


"Oo Pray to the Father the God of the Univerſe, thro' our Savi- 


tr, as High-Prieſt, who is the Made God. 
is you have render'd very perverſly and falſh; and your 
47 Real 


n for ſo doing is very obvious, by comparing it with the 

literal and true Tranſlation it, viz. 

to the Father the God of the Univerſe, (*) thro our Sa- 

views and High-Prieſt, the Begotten God. 

lire next Quotation is alſo out of the ſame Book, p. 31. as P. 17. 
5 : Thou art my Son, this Day have I begotten thee. This This is in 


Rfid to the Son of God, with whom it is always to-day, his Com- 
bereit no Evening with God: I dh alſo ſuppoſe, that nei- ment on 
, there any Morning with him; but that a Time cocx- S.. John, 


th ended with his Unmade and Eternal Life is, if I may ſo ſay, wherein he 
ir}. hat Day, or to-day, with him in which the Son was made, cites this 
Dis. © #88" Beginning of his Origin being thus not found neither of Verſe of the 
„ Day. 2d. Pſalm, 
his is fo full and expreſs againſt you, that I wonder you p. 31. 
. quote it; but I perceive you have ventur'd upon it, for 
ſem die Fake of Two Words in your Tranſlation, Made and Origin, 
witch in the Greek are 946yn7z and gaviotuc, the firſt ſiguides 
— born, and the ſecond his Geniture or Nativity; and both 
_ id have been fo render'd, as moſt ſuitable and agreeable 
* ine Word An, I have begotten thee. | 
bave now done wich your Quotations out of Origen, and 
; Hope I have ſufficiently ſhewn, char theſe your Teſtimonies 
5 i you reckon them among the Principal, which concern this 
» 6 4 FA 
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Contra 
Cell. I. 6. 


P 323. 


Com. in 
Johan. 


p. 8. 


N 28, 29. 


Opinion, that the Son of Gad is 4 creature. But after all, 1 


| here on Earth, tis inconceivable how a Syn ſhould be chen S886 
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important Queſtion, p. 2.) are of little Uſe to ſupport 


my 
; 


al 
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lieve we ſhall both agree, that Origen has ſome Opinion * 


very ſtrange and heterodox, that we ſhall concur in rejeſ 
them; and if in this preſent Queſtion he ſhould be found n, 
have declared different Opinions, ſurely thoſe are to be re, ut 
ed, which are founded on his own, ſcarce Philoſophical Win 
ons; and, if he be of any Authority, what he ſays foune c 
on the Scripture, which he quotes, and fupported by the cnn 
current Teſtimony of other Great and Holy Fathers inter 
ing thoſe Texts, and applying them to the Divinity of the ſet! 
of God, ought in Reaſon to be preferr'd and moſt values 
And I ſhall ſum up all in his own Words; (*) he God 8 © 
Father of all js not alone great, for he made the only Begot f 
and Firſt-born of every Creature Partaker of himſelf, 2 
© his Greatneſs, that he being the Image of the [nvifible Me 
© ſhould keep the Image of the Father even in Greatneſs ; a 
© was not poſſible for him to be the Commenſurate and {ann 
Image of the Invifible God, unleſs he exhibited the Image 
© of his Greatneſs, And in another Place he accordingly fi Rn 
the Son, (I) the Glorify'd God, the Word, human 

Surely this is more than a Metaphyſical Exiſtence, as yi preſs'1 
impute to the Ancients, p. 14. more than that he was in Game 
ſubtil manner, virtually, potentially, or as his Internal Wiſdy 
© in his Father from all Eternity, p. 26, lead 

What I have here tranſcrib'd out of the aforeſaid Author WG 
and what I have obſerv'd upon them, methinks, may help ys NEBR 
out of the Difficulty under which you labour, when you ta perfet 
© How a confeſſed ly ( you ſhould have added, neceſſarily ) deriv: which 
© produc'd, and Begorten Being, an only hegotten Son, ſhould c 
© really Corrernal with his Underiv'd, Unbegotten, and neceſ; G8 
« rily Exiſting Father, Author and Producer, I cannot poſit of thi 
© underftand. IT 1 

Indeed, if you meaſure this Myſtery by natural Generatiot right 


with his Father; it is impoſſible : But ſurely our ſhallow Un 1 
derſtandings are not the Meaſure of Infinity, We own thi 8 


Myſtery is incomprehenſible; and fo is the Eternity of God < but 


' - , 5 8 © wn 
Ic is hard to conceive, how any Thing can exiſt without: 9 


* 


) Au d vis 


251 
and yet we believe God to be Self-exiftent; And in 
aſe before us, I may ſay to you, ( as our Saviour does 


IN 
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Nl Wa, by your Quotations out of them, you have directed 
($$ conſult ) which ſeem to countenance your Doctrine; but 


4 ; 
— 


r pri 
be 8 
lu great Humility and Submiſſion to Learned Men, I con- 
d chat a fair Account may be given of this ſeeming Diffe- 
or from themſelves; for when they ſpeak of this adorable 
ain general, they with an awful Reverence acknowledge 
eevelation, and declare the Divinity of each of the Three 
fes in poſitive and abſolute Terms: But then ſome, perhaps 
/ {O88 a pious and well intended Zeal, have endeavour'd to 11- 
e e chis incomprehenfible Myſtery by Similitudes and Re- 
{1 e rations taken from worldly Things, (as, from Light, 

human Generations, &c.) though they own no Words can ex- 
5 HF and therefore tis no wonder, that in theſe Caſes their 
;» Compariſons of finite Things with infinite, ſhould not only fall 
Put their Expreſſions muſt of Neceſſity, if ftri&ly taken, 
en into Error; who interpret their poſitive Aſſertions of 
ity, and of the Divinity of the Three Perſons by their 
nrations of it, inſtead of conſtruing candidly thoſe im- 


F 


i ii chey have fully declared from the Scriptures, and which 
a ; cheyrquore to confirm their Doctrine; of which the Primitive 
of, Chriſtians were ſo fully convinced, and particularly the Divinity 
a t ie Son of God was ſo entirely believ'd as an irreſiſtible Truth, 

that ſome by attempting to explain ir, have fall'n into down- 
tion gat Herely, And Novatian very ingeniouſly argues from 
„en Fence, char he was, even in their Opinion alſo, truh God: 
1], he ſays, () © He is ſo truly God, but as the Sin of God, 
thi een of God, that ſome Hereticks have thought him nat a Son, 
04 SE tbe very Father himſelf ; and (a) others thought he was ſq 
ur; ee God, as that he was not Man. And as much as Novatian 

blames others, he himſelf, when he attempts to explain the 
— Tri. does it in a manner almoſt inconſiſtent with his plain 
Aſſertions of it. So wild and unaccountable muſt Men be, 


1 


— 
* 


„ ) Qui uſque adcd Deus eſt ( ſed qui Filius Dei natus ex 

* ut plerique illum hæretici ita Deum acceperinr, ut non 
um ſed Patrem pronunciandum putarent. 

. Et alii quoq; hæretici uſq; adeò eum Deum eſſe, ut qui- 

da illum, ſubſtracto homine, tantummodò putaverint Deum. 

2 when 


04% 


'n Wl drher ) Do you not therefore err, becauſe . you know not the * _ 
ehe, neither the Power of God? For the Things that are in Wiſd. ix. 
nd n, who hath ſearched our ? | ' 16 5 
eit uſt own, that there are ſome Paſſages in theſe Authors, 


ot wich any Colour of Truth be deny'd, but that they Orig. con- 
e plainly, and in expreſs Terms aſſert the Trinity, and chat tra Cel. 
ber is God, the Son is God, and the Holy Ghoſt is God. Burt l. 6. p. 323. 


Prei 
in pe Repreſentations by the Rule and Standard of our Faith, 


Novar, 
C. 17. 


P. 25. 


x Pet. i. 12. 
Matth. xi. the Father; nor the things of God, but the „ of God. tl 


27. 
1 Cor. ĩi. 
11. 


2 Efdr. iv. Faith would not be Faith, but Knowledge, if nothing was to 


10. 


. Perfons in the Eternal Deity ſhould be One God : But when . 


| { 26 ] 
when they ſuffer their Thoughts to wander, and to pry in 
Things above our Faculties, which you fay, even the go 
tures do not medale with, and I ſay too, not meddle with th 
otherwiſe than to them as Truths to be believd ) ul 


which the Angels deſire to Iook into: For none know the Son, ill 


e 
w1 
rt 


how ſhould thy Veſſel be able to comprehend the Ways of ii 
Higheſt, which are paſt finding out? Theſe are Objects of w4 
Faith, not of our Knowledge; for Faith would not be a Vir . 


believ'd, but what may by our Ratiocinations be made out 
our Comprehenſion. When Athanaſius ſays, As the reaſond# 
Soul and Fleſh is one Man, ſo God and Man is one Chriſt ; no u 
prerends that this is an adequate Repreſentation of the Inca 
tion of the Son of God, tho it may be the beſt and neareſt t1_8 
we can arrive at; and even this ſurpaſſes our Underſtand 
how a material and immaterial Subſtance ſhould be united 
one Perſon ; how periſhable Duſt and Aſhes ſhould be anima 
and end ued with an immortal Soul, a Particle of Divinity: H 
much leſs can we conceive, how God himſelf ſhould be HR. 
ſtatically join d with Man; and till leſs than this, how T 
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1 Cor. xiii. ſhall come to ſee him Face to Face, and our Faculties ſhall be 0 


I2. 


_ Heb. xi. 1, 


Septuag. 
Job 


XXXVili. 2, me? 


P. 33. 


P. 9, X27. 


larged, we ſhall then know him even as we are known. Int! ie 
mean time, we muſt be content to ſee thro' a Glaſs darkly, and i 4 
let our Faith be the Evidence of theſe things not ſeen; not becau 
we can give a Philoſophical Account of them, but becauſe d 2 0 
Word of Truth has ſpoken them. 4 * 

I ſhould now have done with your Teſtimonies; for fro mis 
theſe which I have examin'd I may reaſonably conclude, chi chip 
the reſt have been forg'd upon the ſame Anvil; and I pray . 
he may never ſay to you, Who is this that darkneth Counſel, 4 Ke 
by ſuppreſſing Words in his Heart, thinks to conceal them frog . 


But becauſe you boaſt, that the great Euſebius (as you i 2 
him) is your Friend; that none of the truly Learned will p.. 
tend that he was an Athanaſian, tho he ſubſcrib'd the Councils 4 - 
Nice, (which perhaps you will not allow to be a ſufficient 48” 
gument for ir, becauſe there are ſome modern Examples, wi 
have ſubſcribd our Articles, and declar'd before God and Mal 
their Aſſent and Conſent to our Creeds, and yer have renounce . 
publickly that Faith, which they then ſolemnly profeſe d;) all 

becauſe you ſay, that the- Fathers, and particularly Euſebiul 
notwithſtanding their poſitive and expreſs Aſſertions of . 
Coeternity of the Son of God, meant no more than, a metaply\ 
© cal or potential Eternity, p. 9. that he was before the World be 
gan, p. 27. as we are ajjured by many clearer and plainer Faſſa 
ges, wherein they directly and abſolutlely deny the Son's Coerer 
* nity with the Father; I muſt not entirely paſs over youl 


Quoti 


. 
. 


ail 


t, 
N «A 
T 


p* 
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xarions out of an Author you ſo greatly rely on : One I 
vc already taken notice of, and made my Remarks upon; 
ein go on to the others. Bur firſt, I will repeat 
„ay what you allow Euſebjns to aſſert for the Eternity of 
rn Son of God, and then ſtate your Quotat ions by which you 
tend ro over-rule thoſe Aſſertions; that by this Compariton 


ay be ſeen which are che plaineſt and cleareſt. 


ou allow, for indeed it cannot be deny d, that Euſebius ſays P. 27. 


te 

Ir 

8 r che Generation of the Son was eid)oy, Eternal; that he 

alas drag gor, Beginningleſs, and at all Times with the 

nber, elder than all Times and all Ages; that he ſubſiſted 
3 Wm endleſs Ages, that he reign'd with his Kether from begin- 

a % Ages, to which you add that of the Presbyters of Alex- 

, char God begat him before Eternal Times. 

dig o I defire you to tell me, whether there be Words in 
Language to expreſs the Doctrine I am concending for, 
e 2lainly and fully than theſe, which you have furnith'd co 

fie out of 7reneus before-mention'd, and here out of Euſebius, 


i from the Presbyters of Alexandria, I obſerve you have 
7 eur'd to tranſlate & ce, Eternal, notwichſtanding you ſay, 

. ic does not always ſo ſignify; and e@vzpyos, Beginning» 
e nocwichſtand ing your improper and untrue Interpretation of 
11 1; s, and 9. to be only before the Beginning of the World, tho 
nd | not ſignify leſs chan ro be without 2 Beginning; and it 4 


ca MS; ſingly ſhould, as you fay, p. 28. ſeldom or never ſigni- 
e Proper Eternity; yer ſurely with the Epithet Beginningleſs, 
ect ſignify Erernity; for what ſubſiſts and had no Begin- 


fro is properly Eternal. Now can you think to perſuade any 
l of common Senſe, by your bold and peremprory Afler- 
y Gil that theſe Authors do not mean what they ſay; or, in 
Words, meant no more than that he was before the World 
fr ; and chat there are, or can be plainer and clearer Paſſa- 
1 in theſe Authors to ſupport your Aſſertion? Do they recant 


ſti p ir own aſſertions, and in expreſs Terms declare, (as you 
* P. 18, of your Letter to the Biſhop of London) that © in 


cil e younger Tears they had by Cuſtom been betray'd into ſuch a 
a 2 atal Miſtake? This you do not pretend to ſay ; and yet 
will chan chis will ſcarce be ſufficient co juſtify your Charge 
inſt chem: 1 am ſure the Quotations which you have pick'd 


cen crrate d by God, before the World began, &c. 


& Here 


„% be firſt Quotation is, © Wiſdom does ſubſtantially [ubſif?, and p. 19. 


Præpat. 
Evang. 
c. 11. 


P. 313. 


P. 312. 


Matt. xxii. 
44, 46. 


28 1 1 
Here you have given us another (4c. with which A 
that 1 and then immediately you N 
next Quotation, viz. 8 | | | 
Solomon, ſays Euſebius elſewhere, gives us the ſame Senſe 
© other Language; and uſing the Name of Wiſdom inſtead of 11% 
© Word, makes this Declaration, as in her Perſon 'Y 
Now what can any Reader underſtand by this, but on} 
what immediately preceded, viz. That Wiſdom does f uhſtantid 
ly ſubſift, and was created before the World began; eſpecialy 
fince you do not mention this Declaration, but ſtop with 
Stroke — at the word Perſon, 2 
But in Euſebius the Matter ſtands thus: | 5 
In the Beginning of the Chapter, he tells us the Accou 
which the Favs, and particularly Moſes and David, give (8 
the Logos, viz. () * The Hebrew Oracles ſtile bim the Seen 
© Cauſe of all Things, the Word of God, and God of God, 
© we ( Chriſtians) have been taught to theologize of bim; a 
< Moſes plainly ſpeaks of Two Lords, when he ſays, The Lo 
© rained from the Lord Fire and Brimſtone upon the City of til 
* Wicked : Sb he familiarly made the like Application of the M 
© rafters among the Hebrews to Both. 1 
And here he mentions expreſsly what that Character ( 
was, viz. the Tetragrammaton, that is, Febovah, the incommu 
nicable Name of the Supreme God. * 
Then he goes on: 1 
() © To him alſo David concurring, ſays, The Lord ſaid ton 
© Lord, Sit thou on my Right Hand, &c. Far to whom elſe cann a 
© be allow'd to imagine, that the Right Hand ſhould be given by til 
© Unbegorren Deity, but to Him only of whom we have bes 
© ſpeaking, whom the ſame Prophet elſewhere characterixes und: 
* the Name of the Logos of the Father. LE 


And ſurely this is a very proper Argument; for it was urg“ 
by Chriſt himſelf, and put the Phariſees to Silence. = 1 
"NC ts 4 Ec) 
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Then he comes to your Quotation: 8221 
(0) * His Son alſo and Succeſſor Solomon gives us the ſame 


e. „% ea n | 
ie Senſe.?. Surely chat which he had juſt before 
ited of che Jews, and of Moſes, and of his Father David 


on particular, viz, that the Characters among the Hebrews, 
tid en che Name of Jehouub, were alike apply'd to both 
ia r and Son.., + 
ich vour next Quotation is out of Euſeb. Demonſt. Evang. I. 4. P. 19. 


. in which Paflage, if there be any Expreſſions capable of 
r Senſe, yer it in his other Writings he plainly declares, 
d he does, an Opinion contrary to what you would deduce 
ce ln ſach ambiguous Expreſſions ; nay, if in this very Chap- 
een he afferrs the Eternal Generation of the Sn of God in clear 


l, ai putabſe Terms, then ſurely in Reaſon the doubtful Ex- 

ions ſhould. be conſtrued by. thoſe; and the Conſtructio 
L Ich you put upon the doubrful, ſhould not over - tule dir 
FAM poſitive Aſſertions. | 


= 2ain, if this were not the Caſe, yet it muſt be conſider d, 

Euſcbius, who was contemporary wich Arius and his 
ad, is too late an Authority to overthrow the Faith and F 
mu ine of the Antenicene Fathers, as well as the Council of 

=, which affirm'd it. | _—_ | 
, as if you were conſcious, that Euſebius in this Paſſage 

ton not {aid enough for your Purpoſe, you leave out a great 
an," of it; and what you do eite, you inſert by Piecemeals in 
by tial diſtance Pages of your Letter. And laſtly, you groſsly 

bes g tranſlate chem, as will appear: 5 5 
nd, © The Light . does not ſhine forth by the Will of the luminous Bo- P. 19. 
4 a but by a neceſſary Property of Nature. 2 
urg“ | 
In your Tranſlation. I.!n che GRE E K. 
BB | 
But the Son by the In-] (*) But the Son, according to P. 19, 20. 
en and Will of the Fa- Counſel and Choice, became | 
„ er received bis Subfiſtence,| the Image of the Father: for 
„ 4 to be. the Image of the] God being willing, became the 
a acher ; for by his Will did] Father of the Son, and caus d 
_ Wo become the Father of his \ to ſubſiſt a St cond Light, in all 
, and caus'd to ſubſiſt | Things like unts himſelf. 


cond Light, in Things 
4e unto himſelf — 
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P. 8. 


for you have cited, P. 8. among the Authorities for the ( 
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N Then follows: 


7 
) The Unbegotten and ill 
ternal Light being One, | 
can the Image be other t 
One ? Does not the Splendor, 0 
This you have omitted: < the Ray, being the Light, . 
| C8 Hu : ſerve in. all reſpe#s the Like 4 
of the Prototype ? How can 
be the Image of the very O 
c winleſs it ſelf alſo be One? ® 


uw 


Then follows a Paſſage which you have omitted in i)” 
Place, becauſe in your own Judgment it does not confiſt wang 
the Doctrine which you would have Euſebius to affert hen 
terairy of the Son of God; bur have done it very aukart MC. 
and indeed have corrupted it, as will appear by 


i . 
rn . 
5 
* 


Your Tranſlation, The GREE RK. 

1 ) Ti hat the Son was begot- ( x) Our Theology- repreſs 
ten, not as having for certain] the Son Begotten, not as ! 
Times not been, and then being} being in any Times, and af . 


made ʒ but being before all A- 


ges, and ftill before them, and 
being always preſent as a Son 
with the Father; but not being 
unbegotten, but begotten of the 
Unbegotten Father, being the 


only Begotten, the Word, and 


ward begotten, but as K 
and preexiſting before Eter 
Ages, and as the Sm being 
gether always with the Fat 
not being unbegotten, but l e 
ten of his Unbegotten Fu = 
being the only Begotten, i 


\ 


God of God Word, and God of God; n 

It goes on: 1 N 

() not by a Separation, Sl ; 

on or Diviſion, out of th A 

This you have omitted: & ther's Subſtance ; but ineffiii* 

and beyond our Ratiocinaſ n , 

from Eternity, and 3 : 
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. 
) Receiving, before all]! (r) Before all Ages, being P. 20. 
„, 4 real Subfiſtence by the | ſubſtantiated of, or according to  _ 
preſſible and inconceivable | the inexpreſſible and inconceioa- cb. 
ill and Power of #he Father. | 3 and Power of the Fa- 
| | t ” 


(4) For, as 'tis ſaid, Who 
- A can declare his 8 
| 4. For as none knoweth the Father, 
s alſo you have omitted: M bur the Son: fo none knoweth 
the Son, but the Father who 
begat him. 


3 I imagine your tranflatin cn Will, which it does not fig- 
, rather than Counſel, which ir properly does, was to ſup- 


t your Opinion, that the Generation of the Son of God p 8 


| held not by Neceſſity of Nature, but voluntary by the Will of the 
ce ber when it pleas'd him; which you fay, is che ſame Thing 
kart reation, and ſo he would be bur a Creature. 


ut ſurely this cannot be the Meaning of this Paſſage, for it 
Wuld be inconſiſtent with the plain and expreſs Aſſertions in 
place. For, 


pre 8 1 

25 . How can that which was begotten, not as not being in any 
/ af es, but being before Eternal Ages, beyond our Ratiocination from 
s 4 rnity, be ſaid to be a Creature? 

Eter f ; ; "MD 
in; . If Exſebius meant to aſſert his Generation to be à Creation, 


did he cite the Prophet's Queſtion, which implies a Nega- 
e, that none can declare his Generation, and give our Saviour's 
Fon for it, becauſe none knows the Son but the Father? 
ich 1 41 quotes 1 another of his Books with this em- 
atical Expreſſion, a Agia, none knowerh the Son perfed- x 
x according b his Diznty, — che Father. as Eccl. Hiſt, 
And it he meant he was created by the Will of the Father, li. c. 2. 
„y did he add thoſe Epithets of Ineæpreſſible and Inconceiva- P. 5. 
geil? For tho' we cannot conceive what the Nature and 
lence may be of ſuch a created Being, yet we can conceive 
eat Fad, as well as that the World was created by his Will, 
ben he ſpake the Word, and it was made; if that had been told 
s plainly as this has been; or otherwiſe you muſt ſay, that 
$25 inconceivable, chat an Act of the Will ſhould be an Act of 
e Will, which is abſurd ; nay, I may ſay, tis eaſter to con- 
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Col. i. 13. 


Nicene 
Creea. 


Pre par. 


St. Paul, the bright Efflux of his Glory, and the expreſs Image ut 


I 32 J 


ceive, that He, who was always in Being, as Euſebins here ſz, 
may be form'd by Almighty God into ſamething more excelley 
it is to conceive a Creation out of Nothing. 


3. If you will inſiſt that az ſhall fignify Will, you ſhoul 
ar leaſt have trauſlated 2% Evans, of the Will, as you do en 
„ © #, God of God: For all the Attributes of God being eta 
nal and A to the Godhead, the Will is ſo too; and as thi 
Father is ght, Truth, Wiſdom, 8c. the Syn is ſaid to be ſo 1 
ſo, as partaking of and anointed with all the Paternal Digi 
in the Language of Eyſebius befre- mention d; and in that i 


his Perſon; and theretore the Som of his Mill docs no more 46 


note his Creation, than the Sn of his Loye, or the Son of 60 
do. Nay, tis in this manner that the Njcene Council has e 
preſs'd his Coeternity and Conſubſtantiality CY) 6. wo of Lid 
very God of very God, begotten not made: So t t when you ca 
prove, that the Reverend Fathers of that Council intended h 
thoſe Expreſſions, that the Son of God was a Creature, then 0 
may interpret your Quorarion of the like Expreſſions in ti 
like manner; and add, if you pleaſe, that this is the Doctrix 
and Faich of the Church of England too; but till then, you 
confident Boaſtings of your Teſtimonies will not ſhake, bu 
rather root us in Faith; ſuch Bluſtring will be like Wind wa 
che ſtrong Oaks, twill only fix the Roots more faſt in d 
Ground. e Red 
_ Euſebius gives us an Account of the Notion which Plato as 


Evang. 1.4. his Diſciple Flotinus had of a Trinity, and ſpeaks of it win 


c. 3, 6, 


ſ 


P. 37. 


ſome Admiration of their great Penetration: I think this 1 
ference may juſtly be drawn trom it, that if ſuch great Mer 
did not think ſuch a Notion to be abſurd, ſurely you hav 
been too forward and raſh to cenſure it as inconſiſtent with th: 
Light of Nature and common Senſe. But, on the other Hand, i" 
your Euſebius has been too much pleas'd with their Notion; 


and has any where us'd Expreſſions ſuited to it, I leave 5067 

to follow your admir'd Example, and to deduce Chriſtianiry a" 
from Heathen Philoſophers, and to explain Divine My ſteries b) 
the Reaſonings of Man. =Sc 


* 
Tou bid me ſuppoſe my ſelf in a Court of Fudicature, and revien n 
the Evidence you have produced; and then conſider, whether I coul c 
with a ſafe Conſcience determine on the Sid: of the Athanaſian h 
My Antwer is, Thar ſuch Evidence as you have given for” 
your Cauſe, would not be accepted in any Court by any up-. 
Tight Judge, and conicquently you may eafily conclude What, 
the judgment muſt be; nay, I will add, that ſuch a Witneß MF; 
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Sold hardly eſcipe unpuniſtid; for tis his Duty to ſpeak 
Whe Truth, and the whole Truth: But to miſ-cranflate your Au- 
hors, to cite chem by halves, and wich g&c's, leaving our 
ain and expreſs Aſſertions againſt you, and adding of your 
nn co them; to diſtort their plain Words, and to interpret, 
Wor, rather, to declare dogmatically their Meaning contradi- 
tory to what they ſay, is ſuch a AN as is no leſs than 
Sn Atcenpt to impoſe upon Mankind in the moſt provoking 
anner. | . 
Nay, yon have not only corrupted your own Teſtimonies, 
put you prepar'd ro baffle rhe beſt that can be brought 
gainſt you, which is the Scriprure, in the very Foundation of 
Wl! Religion; for you are fo fond of your Notion of a made 

xd; and that the Sn of God is a Creature, and conſequently 
or Eternal, that to avoid the Conſequence of the Application 
d him of the Expreſſions which in the Scriptures are us'd to 
note the Eternity of God the Father, you have ventur'd 
pon a very bold Aſſertion, That this Eternity of the Father P. 25. 
is only ſuppos'd to be expreſs'd without Proof ; it no way appear- 
ing, that the Sacred Writers meddle beyond our Faculties with 
any ſuch abſolure Eternity, either à Parte ante, or Parte poſt, 
as the $choolmen have fince done. 

Strange Doctrine! but moſt welcome to A4thieſts and Debau- 
Mees; and farewel to all Faith and Morality, and to all Religion 
F hich conſiſts of them. 
lt the Goſpel, which brought Immortality to Light, has nor 
einly and fully declared an Eternity fo much as à Parte poft, 
ien neither are our Souls immortal, nor the Joys of Heaven, 
Me; or che Torments of Hell everlaſting ; at leaſt the Light of Na- 
hay ure will not be ſufficient ro convince the Generalicy of Man- 
1 th: ind of theſe Truths, ſince both the Light of Nature, and of 
d, i he Goſpel too added to it, has not been effettual (God 
ion; Pnows) wich too many of the World, in the ſeveral Ages of 

5% * Bur if che Expreſſions in Scripture of Eternity d Parte poſt, 
nin ould ſignify no more than, according ro your Conſt ruction, 
s by Duration co the End of the Age, or of the World, then the 
cate of good and bad Men will end with it; and, which is 
viey moſt abſurd, the Happineſs of the one, and the Miſery of the 
-14// cher, will be at an End before the Perfection and Completion 
ian hereof will begin; which will not be till the Day of Judg- 
nent, after this World is difſolv'd, and the Elements are melted 2 pet. iii 
way with fervent Heat. 12. 


„hat Jour Reaſon you give, why the Sacred Writers meddle not 
eb with Eternity, is, becauſe it is beyond our Faculties : Perhaps 


Eternity, 2 Parte poſt, is not ſo, Many wicked Men think to 
hletle of Death, char one might conclude they fancy an Eternal 
Duration even upon Earth; and ſome ancient Philoſophers 
and modern Achieils have 2 their Belief, that che Earth 
| 3 will 


will laſt for ever, and that Matter was Eternnl, even a Part 


P. 35. 


Joh. Xvi. 
12 
III. liii. 
8. 


P. 16, 30. 


P. 26. 


P. 32. 


F. 15. 


De Iſide 
& Oſiride, 
P- 554. 
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ante. | 
But if your Reaſon be good, how comes your Scheme of Wl 
Religion to be form'd ? For you own, that the Generation of 
the Son of God was in an ineffable manner, that is, above our 
Faculties: Did you find this in the Scriprures ? This Part cer. 
rainly is ; but then they meddle beyond our Faculties; and 
indeed a Revelation from Heaven does imply ſomething, which 
by Nature we could not know: But if you do not find the reſt 
of your Scheme of Religion there, as moſt certainly tis not; 
then you have undertaken a Subject, which the Sacred Writers 
thought too hard for them; and if your Doctrines be true, 
then there are ſome Truths, which the Holy Ghoſt, who was 
to ſead us into all Truth neceſlary to our Salvation, has no: 
diſcover'd to us, but have been reſerv'd for you. Who can de- 
clare his Generation? ſays the Prophet. It feems he did not 
foreſee that you would undertake to do it, tho' you acknow- 7 
ledge it to © ineffable ; nay, ſo particularly, as to tell us 
plainly it was à Creation, and even the very Time of it, viz. 2 
little before the Creation of the World, when Almighty God 8 
© reſolv'd on that great Work, perceiving that Wiſdom was nece/- 
© ſary for it, he preſently creates her in himſelf, or out of his 
© Subſtance, into a real Being or Perſon ; tho of this you are 
doubtful; ſor (as I obſerv'd before ) you cite another Aut ho- 
rity, © that it was not of the Unbegotten Subſtance of the Fa-. 
ther, but was it ſelf begotten by the Divine Power; and that 
* He was the Ancienteſt of God's Creatures; even ſo ancient, 
* that your Author cared not to aſſign the Date of his Generation, 
or Creation. = þFXT 
But you fay from Tertullian very truly, What other Chara- 
ſteriſtick is there of God, bur Eternity? And are the Scriptures Wn 
ſilent in this, without which the Father himſelf would not be f 
God Could the Heathen Philoſophers ſpeak of this in ſo plain e. 
and /ofty Terms; and did the Holy Ghoſt nor aſſiſt, bur ſo in- er 
dulge our Weakneſs, as not to ſpeak of it? tho' the moſt im- 


EToe 
portant, becauſe che Foundation, of all his other Eſſential At- 
tributes. tf 


r * 
5. * 


t 


| 1 
Plutarch ſays, the Temple of Iſis had this Inſcription: ( 4) 7 f 
I am all that ever was, and is, and ſhall be; and no Mortal has 
uncover d m Veil: And tho we muſt own, that we fee darkly, 3 
and thro' 4 Pril, (for who can comprehend the infinite Perſetti- M 
ons of God? yer, that God muſt be Eternal, is ſo plain a i ; 
Truth, that none who truly beliey'd a God, ever deny'd it. & 5 


e e e — = 
dy 7 "I n \ 3 ' 9 ab 
(©) "Eo er may T0 Yoowwes th ov Y eonpilvay Y & ih mr WF. 
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> £3 | 
And in another Place, he gives a noble and elegant Deſcrip- a7 N. 
dn of this Eternity; viz. (4) © God, we muſt ſay, is, and is p. 393- 
1 reſpe# to no Time, but of a timeleſs, immoveable, and 
ndeclinable Axe or Eternity; of which there is 30 Before, or 

After, or New; but being One, fills a Sempiternity with one 
Now, and in this reſpect is ſolely, really Being, neither paſt 
Wor future, neither Beginning nor Ending. 4 
and Plato ſays, (r) We attribute to the Eternal Being was and in Timæo. 
Il be, but not rightly ; for according to true Speech or Reaſon, pl 37 38. 
ſhould aſcribe to m only Is. And accordingly, in another inPhzdro, 
Nee he ſiiles him, d /, the Being; which he probably learnt p.78. 
n che Jews, and the wang of Moſes, in which God him- 
ſtiles himſelf, I am; which ſurely denotes his Eternity: 
that it does appear in Scripture, even immediately from 
d himſelf ; and tho the manner was above our Faculties, 
the Thing is not ſo; for it was an Anſwer to Moſes's Que- 
Mn, and was to farisfy, and it did ſatisfy him and all the 
„, to whom he was ſent. 
Maut in Support of your Opinion, you ſay, © the Gree Lan- p. 28, 
108 Iguage hath Three Ways of ſpeaking, which are ſometimes 


eſ⸗ Meender'd Eternal. | 

his 2 The Firſt, ae, or , or ae aidaroy, or 
are gu alwviw! | 
ho- This you ſay ſeldom or never fignifies a proper Eternity. 
Fa- The Second, ae. me 
hat This not always. 
ur, The Third, (Cura. 8 
on, This alone always does ſo. ' 

nd you add, © Tis very remarkable, that the Bible and Apo- 
ra- galical Fathers never, in this Caſe of the Antiquity of the 
ures n, uſe any bur the Firſt; None of theſe before the Council 


be t Nice more than the Firſt, and very rarely the Second, while 
Lain 4 hanaſius and his Followers, and none before them, directly 
in- entur'd on the Third Way of ſpeaking, and call'd che Sn 


im- Foeternal. | | 2 
At- FT his laſt makes a fair Shew, but indeed is very trifling; 
if ae does nor ſignify a proper Eternity when apply'd to 
2 “how can you ſay that Cura: = always does fo? For 
as = | 7 i 
kl, 8 Ry 
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p. 882, fire you to tell me any Greek Words, that have been us d 1 
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L 36] 
Cvpal &, Ceeternal, is only being with a, Eternal; or be 
ing what is, a , Eternal. WP 
And there could be no Occaſion to ſtile the Son Coeternd i 
till Herericks ſubtilly and fraudulently call'd him God, and ye 
deny'd his Eternity a Parte ante, which was imply'd in Cu 
and therefore to obviate that Fallacy and Equivocarion, tun 
requir d that they ſhould declare him Coeternal, that is, as d e 
Dr. Ham- Father is Eternal, ſo is the Sn too. And thus did the Fews, i 
mond on obviate the Hereſy oſ the Sadducees ; for when the Form, u 
the New which they concluded all their Benedictions, viz. from Az, 
Teſtament, was perverced by the Sadducees to their Senſe, viz. of thi 
p. Warld; they appointed the Form to be, From Age and to 4x7 
that is, of this World, and of the World to come atter the Day 
Doom. Now in the Nature and Reaſon of the Thing, if 
Son be Eternal, he muſt be Coeternal with the Father, that 
Eternal as well as the Father, neither being before or after u 
other, but both exiſting eternally together, 43 
As to the other two Ways in Greek of expreſſing Eternity, 
do own, that aiwv, and the Derivations from it, do ſometin- 
in Scripture ſignify the Age of the World, and the Age of ti Ma! 
Goſpel, and exes , before the World began: But I am ver 
forry the Inference from this ' Notion, and the Application“? 
it, has been by you deriv'd from fo ill an Authority or Exan 8 
ple, as that of the Sadducees, the worſt Se@ of all the ew. 
I do own alfo, that &i4,G+ is ſomerimes apply d to Eterm 
ny a Parte peſt; as in Jude, ails M Everlaſin 3 
ding: | A 
Bur that theſe Words do, in Heathen Authors, fignify 8 
proper Eternity when they defign it, and Eternity a Parte M 
according to the SubjeQ-Marter, I think, cannot be deny d. 
| Plato, in the Place before-mention'd, calls God ., 


ga. 8 | 4 
DeMundo, Aviſtetle, in like manner, uſes Jf a/61@, „ e an 


847,359. wor ro ſignify Eternity, g 3 
eo 7 Plutarch : 5 8 Sed atwniCr, F ata G5 Sede. 4 


Philo. And if theſe Words do not ſignify a proper Eternity, 100 . 


any Greeþ Authors, to expreſs it. | | I 
And that a proper Eternity is defign'd to be ſpoken of 
the Scriptures, and that in thoſe Places theſe Words are uſd 
ro expreſs it, and cannot there be underſtood and apply 
to the Age of the Goſpel, or the Age or Beginning of the Hor 
or 4 Time before the Beginning of it; and that theſe Words a 
us to the San, as well as to the Father, 1 ſhall no 
FP. 28. \ © 'Tis indeed very remarkable, as you ſay, that the Bil 
ER in the Caſe of the Antiquity of the Son, never uſes any b 
« the Firſt ,* but if it ſhould be ſo, *rwill not be ſubſervii 

to your Purpoſe, becauſe tis as remarkable, chat tho aid 


1371 


B us'd when the Eternity of the Father is ſpoken of, Rom. i. 
Eo. Eternal Godbead; and Wiſd. vii. 26. Eternal Light; yet ge- 
erally, and alnioft always, the Firſt is us'd to expreſs the Eter- 
ticy of the Father, and therefore, if apply d ro che Sn, it muſt 
WW cnote alſo his, not Antiquity, but Eternity. * | 

Now whether you have not been roo raſh in aſſerting, that 
he Firſt ſeldom or never ſigniſies a proper Eternity, may be 
T nr ſome few Inſtances of the many which might be pro- 
| uced. 


en. xxi. 33. The Name of the Lord was there call'd, The Ever- 
ling G. 3 
Ss 1iah — 28. | 
| xx vi. 4. pEverlaſting God. 
om. Xvi. 26. SR 
Jan. iv. 34. His Dominion Everlaſting. 
ab. iii. 6. His Ways are Everlaſting, 


BA In all theſe Places ald is us d. 
= 1 Teri 2. [ From everlaſting to everlaſting. 
DT ' CVI. 48. amo TY alovG £5 TY ao. 
xli. 13 42 everlaſting to everlaſting. 
NW ? Hs; ald. 
xcii, 2. J Thou art from everlaſting, 
k ] a ov 6. 
xxix. 10. The Lord is King for ever. 
cxix. 89. Hy ever thy Word is ſettled in Heaven. 
ut. xxxii. 40. I lift up my Hand to Heaven, and jay, Ilive far 
19 ever. : 
n. xii. 7. Sware by him who liveth for ever. 
. Hs N d. 
v. w. 9. Who liveth for ever and ever. 
et. v. 11. To him be Glory — for ever and ever. 
eig T5 aovas  alwvaors 
am x. 16, The Lord is King for ever and ever. 


168... Hs I aii % tis F 01992 Ty ata . 
4 iah Ivii. 13. Who inhabiteth Eternity. 
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of 1 


il. cxlv. 13. Thy Kingdom is an everlaſting Kingdom. 
e uſc Gamma ts au Twy a4 vals 
MM : N 
11 % ow if theſe and many more ſuch Texts ſhould be inter pre- 
«as ot the Age of the World, or of the Goſpel, how unworchy 


1 | ſt ſuch a Conſtruction be of the Majeſty and Glorious Attri- 
Nees of God? aud indeed how abſurd ? for then they will 
erg The God of the Ae, who inhabirs the Agz, 

«id AS. His 


\ 
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2 Cor. iv. teach us, when we pray, to ſay ſo? St. Paul ſays, the Thing: 


bet. i. 19. 


Gal. iv. 9. from Nature, and owe to it, our Faith of this fundamental Ar 


John viii. 


38 


His power, Dominion, Kingdom and Ways are of the 


Age. 5 
His Word remaineth even in Heaven, but to the Age, or Et 
Who is to be praiſed from the Beginning of the Age to the 

End of the Age. T x 


Who from the Age, or Beginning of the World, is God, or 5, 
© and lives to the End of the World: So that he begins and 
ends with the World. | 37 


How then is ele ] div to be tranſlated in the Lords 
Prayer; Is the Kingdom, the Power and the Glory of God, to the 
Ages only, or the End of the World ? And does the Son of God 


_ we 


which are ſeen are temporal, but the Things which are not ſeen ar: 
aiwz, eternal; but according to your Notion you muſt re-! 
der ir, are to the End of the World, that is, are temporal. Is no BY 
this abſurd, and turning the Scripture into Nonſenſe * 4 

Could the Heathens happily find an Eternal Godhead, and hat 
the inſpir'd Prophets ſpoke of him and his Dominion as only «| 
this World? Is this the ſure Word of Prophecy, the Light thuf 
ſhines in a dark Place? And is this Light, and the Light of the 
Goſpel too, more dim than the Light of Nature and our Rea ti 
fon, by which we are afſur'd he muſt be Infinite and Eternal, 
or not G? And is this Truth not to be mention'd in Scripture, 
leſt ir ſhould dazzle our Eyes, and yet was reveal'd unto Babes“ 
Why are we turn'd back to weak and beggarly Rudiments to leari 


I— 


R K «„ a «a Os 


ticle of all Religion, and deny it to Revelation, and che Voict i 
of God himfelf from Heaven, I am? | 3 

Bur in the Words ot our Saviour, If von had known me, Ji" ix 
would h ave known my Father alſo; you would certainly have 2 an 


low'd theſe Expreſſions to have fully denored an abſolute Erer; ¶ be 
nity ; (for in the Greek Authors they are generally fo under is 
ſtood ; but you apprehend the Conſequence, which is inevio# 

ble, that if the fame Things, and indeed the inſeparable Per, ou 
fections of God and Eternity be attributed to the Son, as we 1t 
as to the Father, then he muſt be God equal to the Father: Bu fir 
rather than allow Eternity to the Sn, you chuſe (I will rag, 
ſay to deny, tho' your Conſtruction of A in the before the 
menrtion'd Texts amount to it, but) to take from us the bes the 


Evidence we can have, of the Eternity of the Father himſel f han 
which is the Revelation he has given us of himſelſ in , yo 
Scriptures. cy 2 

I thould now mention ſome of the many Texts, which plain in 
ly and fully ex preis and declare in the ſame Terms, or equi 
lent with the above-menrion'd, the Divinity of our Saviour, i 
Eternity, and other gfſential incommunicable Attributes of the 8 
preme God: But this will be more proper, after I have co 
e. det 


8 the Earth. 


[ 39 ] 


Y Gaerd the Texts of Scripture, which you have quoted to ſup- 


your Doctrine: Which I now proceed to do. ; 
The firſt Text you quote is out of the Proverbs, which you Chap. viii. 


render thus, p. 9. 


The Lord created me the Beginning of his Ways for his Works. , V. 22. 


Before the World he founded me, in the Beginning before he made y, 23. 


Before the Fountains of Water came. V. 25. 
Before the Mountains were faſtned, he begat me before the y. 25. 


= Hills. 


The Word in the Septuagint is indeed ixnν, created; bur 


Biſhop Patrick in his Comment ſays, that according to the He- 


brew Verity, This Text, if it belongs to this Matter, appears 
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> anne, %  * ta 
in de ata td 2 LY "2 
Ah _ 4 
2 p 
: Af 


© to have been, as St. John ſpeaks, with the Father in the Be- 


ginning, being his only Begotten before ail Worlds; and ſo 
the Hebrew Word, which we tranſlate poſſeſs, ſometimes ſig- 
© < nifies in Scripture, and is render'd by the Septuagint in ano- 
ther Place, viz. Zech. iii. 3. uno, begot. 


I obſerve, that in the 25th Verſe tis, he begat me, which 
eems to agree with what Biſhop Patrick ſays of the Significa- 


tion of the Hebrew Word in the 22d Verſe, and explains what 
is meant by created; not that Created and Begotten are the 
ame Thing, as I have ſhewn before out of Tertullian, and what 
have ſaid upon it. : 


Beſides, you render, and ſo do our Bibles, the 25th Verſe, 


ne begat me; bur it ſhould be, begets me, Nod we, in the Pre- 9. Hom. in 


ent Tenſe; and Origen's Obſervation upon it is very juſt, viz, Jerem. 


; I * He generates me before the Hills; he did not ſay begat, bur p. 106. 


begets, by which Sempiternity is ſignify'd, as Origen ſays in 


another Place cited by you, and of which I have taken notice 
before, with whom it is always to-day ; and, as Plato faid, Is 
is the only proper Term to be uſed of God. 


And what y ou render in the 23d Verſe, before the World, and 


our Bibles, EverlaFing, the Words are o 9% : Of this 


have ſpoken already, and ſhewn how improper your Con- 
ſtruction is. 


But I muſt go back to Biſhop Patrick, who ſays indeed, that 
the Ancient Chriſtians thought chis Text might be apply'd to 
the Syn of God, the Eternal Wiſdom, (and the Authors, which 1 


have here before cited, have done ſo, bur very differently from 


your Conſtruction of them) but he adds, that they were not 


reſolv'd whether they ought not to be apply'd to him rather 


in his human Nature; and he delivers his own Opinion, thar 


FS © &/omon thought of nothing but the wiſe Directions God had 


given them in his Word reveal'd to them by Moſes and che 
* Prophets. | | 

And really your own following Quotations out of Eccleſiaſti- 
4s, do confirm Biſhop Patrick's Conſtruction of Wiſdom in this 
Chapter of the Proverbs, as I ſhall ſhew ; which will alſo be an 
Df VVV Auſwer 


[ 49 ] 
Anfwer to them, and be a further Conviction of your | unfair 
| Repreſentation of your Quoratioris, and of your treating your 
Texts, as vou have done your Teſtimonies. 971 
The Firſt is out of Eccl. i. 4. Wiſdom hath been created befor, 
all things. (2 2%, id Fol 
Now ir is evident, that this is meant of Wiſdom, as it ſigni. 
fies the Grace of God, or, in Biſhop Patrick's Words, the wiſe 
Directions given by God; for Verſe 9. She is with all Fleſh, 
Mem? n- according to his Gift, and he hath given ber to them that lov fi 
gor & wi. © him: And Verſe 14. To fear the Lord is the Beginning of Wi. 
Sa cue © dom, and it was created with the Faithfal in the Womb. And 
11 a Verſe 20. To fear the Lord is calf d the Root of Wiſdom. Non 
a what can this Wiſdom be, but that which Solomon had ask'd of 
2 Chron. i. God for himſelf, and God had given to him? How can it be 
10. apply d to the Son of God, as the Wiſdom of God ? Is the Feat 
of God the Beginning, the Root of him? Was he created with 
Ay: the Faithful in the Womb? And Verſe 5. The Word of God it 
the higheſt is the Fountain of Wiſdom. Now eicher che Word o 
God here is the Son of God, and then Wiſdom muſt neceſſarih 
be taken in the Senſe which I have mention'd : For the Wo 
or Wiſdom of God, as denoring the Sm, can't be che Fountau, 
of the Wiſdom, or of the Sn of - God ; or if che Word of Gol 
be taken for the Directions given by Ged, Cc. chen Wiſdon 
muſt be underſtood to be the Fruits and Effects thereof, Which 
15 the thing I was to prove. 1 2 1 
And this Conſtruction will be further evident by the 24h 
Chapter, out of which you have taken your next Quotation; 
p. o. 10, 34 which is introduced by a Quotation, v. 7. as ask d by Wiſ. 
racy dom, which you have omitted: In whoſe Inheritance ſhall I abide 
And the Anſwer is given, v. 8. which you eite in part: Then 
* the Creator of all things gave me a' Commandment, and he that 
© created me caus'd my Tabernacle to reſt — — | 
Here you ſtop with a Stroke according to your Cuſtom ; for 
the next Words are an Anſwer to the Queſtion, and would il: 
have ſhewn, that your Quotation was not to your Purpoſe: Like 
John xviii. him wha ask'd, What is Truth? and went away without ſtaying 
38. for an Anſwer. The Words which follow are: 1 
© And ſaid, Let thy Dwelling be in Jacob, and thine Inheritance i 
© in Iſrael. And v. 10. In the Holy Tabernacle I ſerv'd before him, ith, 
and ſo was I eftabliſh\d in Sion, likewiſe in the belov'd City be 
gave me Reſt. And v. 23. All theſe things are the Book of thei 
* Covenant of the moſt High God, even the Law which Moles com- 
* manded for an Heritage unto the Congregations of acbb. 
Theſe fully explain what Wiſdom is ſpoken of in this Chap | 
ter, viz. That it was the Law, and thoſe Divine Inſtructiom ÞY 
Pſal. xix, Which God had given more particularly to the Zews, and which me 
7 are ſaid in the Scripture to make them wiſe, and wiſer tban Bs 
Pſal. cxix, their Enemies, who had no Knowledge of God's Laws. : 


58. 2 5 And 


41 1 

And the 20th Verſe (My Memorial is ſweeter than Honey, and 
y Inheritance thin the Honey-comb ) is the ſame as in N al. xix. 

b, 10. The Judgments of the Lord are ſweeter than Honey and the 


Yoney comb. 

And the 18th Verſe, (I am the Mother of Love, Fear, Knows 
toe, and holy Hape) is moſt properly apply'd to Wiſdom, as it 
the Grace of God, and the Divine Affiſtance ; for it is God's 
S race that begers theſe Virtues in us. 

Jn, But if you will ſtill apply Wiſdom here to the Son of God, 
ne en the 18ch Verſe ſtiles him erh, Eternal, or begotten 
7 m Zternity. And Verſe 36. He that ſinneth againſt Me wyong- 
a his own Soul. Surely there is no Sin but againſt 


od. | 

There are ſome Paſſages in the Pſalms ſo exactly parallel to 

pur Text out of rhe Proverbs, that one would think Solomon 

ad learnt and tranſcribd chem into his Proverbs from Me{es 

1 Fd David, as the Son of Sirach, who imicated Solomon, did 
_ wire | 

FS Pſa) xc. 2. 


Wor art Ge; or from everlaſting to everlaſting thou art. 


de the Earth, and before the Mountains, do fignify the Begin- 
"Ii; of Wiſdom And erl. i. 9. Wiſdom ſhall not fail to the End of 
== Wrld (according to your Tranſlation of theſe Texts 
n you ought to conſtrue the ſame Expreſſions in the got 
I of the Almighty God in the ſame manner, viz. That he 
begin but, as Wiſdom did, before the World, and ſhall laſt 
che End of ir; which would be Blatphemy : And neverthe- 
. ro my Aſtonifhmenc, you do ſo conſtrue it; for p. 6, you 
e this Halm, and render it, from the Age to the Age, or from 
> Beginnong of the World to the End of the World, thou art 


Palm xciii. 2. The Lord reigneth the World alſo is eftabliſh'd, 
x it cannot be moved. Ver. 3. Thy Throne is eftabliſh'd of Old; 
art from Everlaſting, 

Uf chis be apply'd to the Son of God, of whom the Fews 
8 as Biſhop Patrick ſays ). this was 2 Prophecy, ſurely 


her, then your Conſtruction of this will be as bad as the 
mer, for the Words are the ſame ; or if you will let them 
= underſtood as rhey ought to be, of the Eternity of God, 
Nu muſt in Juſtice underſtand the Text in the Proverbs in like 
aner, of the Eternity of che Son, it he be meant by Wiſdom 
4 | chat Place. * 5 | 

Before I diſmiſs your Texts our of the Proverbs, I muſt fay 
1 — to the latter Part of the 22d Verſe, The Beginning of 


To 


| Before the Mountains were brought forth, or ever A d 
Who hadſt form'd the Earth and the World ;, even from everlaſting & d 
ig & d. 


In} Now if the Text in the Proverbs, Before the World, before he va ov d. 


4 is ſufficiently expreſſes Eternity; or if it be taid of God the MP" 
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Greek Authors, and in the Bible. 


do allow, viz. that the World was made by the Word, or H 


Wiſdom, which I think he is not) was not created, for tu 


42 1 | 


To this it might ſuffice to ſay, that if the Ways of God ar; 
everlaſting, as is ſaid Hab. iii. 6, then the Beginning of thoſe 
Ways muſt be everlaſting too; or, to ſpeak more properly, 
there is no Beginning of them. God the Father is faid to 6 
the Beginning and the End; ſurely this ſigniſies his Eternity, for 
you will not ſay he has either; and this is ſaid in the Revela 
tion more than once of the Son too. But let us confider wha i 
elſe this Word «ey1v, which you render the Beginning, mij 
ſignify in this place; for to interpret it ſo as to make Wiſdin, 
or the Son of God, the Firſt of his Ways ; or, as you mean, if 


the Creation, and ſo a Part of it, is moſt abſurd, as well as uf C 


true, as I ſhall ſhew by and by. 
*'AeX ſignifies not only Beginning, but alſo Principle, Frincih 
lity, Dominion, Power ;, and in theſe Senſes is us'd in the bel 


Ariftotle has wrote a Book, which he entitles, a8 apy, a 
or concerning Principles ; and ſo has Origen too. 

And both Ariſtotle and Plato agree, () that &gyh, © the Prix 
© ciple, is made ; for by the Principle it is of Neceſſity that eve) 
© thing that is made, be made. 

And your Quotation out of Clem. Alex. as you your felt ret 
der it, agrees with this Signification of the Word, God vi 
* made the Beginning or Principle of all Things: And you add 
peter perfetly well. underſtood that Expreſſion, In the Begit 
6 ning, or by the Principle, God made the Heaven and ta 
© Earth. ' 3 

And ſo is «py by 7uſtin us'd in your Quotation out of hin 
if you would have truly rend red that Paſſage. 3 

Why then will you not allow it the ſame Signification in ti 
Text of the Proverbs, fince it perfectly agrees with what 5. 


dom of God; or, in the Words of Peter and Clement, the Pi 
ciple ? And this very Text of the Proverbs implies this Cot 
ſtruction; for the Concluſion of the Verſe is, eic de aur, | 
his Works ; and thus the Two Parts of this Verſe will agree ve 
well, the Principle of his Ways for his Hor t; but then the Con 
ſequence will be, that the Son of God (if he be meant here bl 


Principle is unmade. | a 
And why may not even the Word Beginning be equivalca 
to Principle; for Origo, which ſignifies Beginning, is made a 
Fi word, Origin, and ſignifies allo the Source or Spring 


The other Signification of «py, vix. Principality, Domini 
Power, is very proper and applicable to the Eternal Wiſdom 


£2 A 25 4 & os dyyns ð ereſun miy 79 wſvou 
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| „„ 
od; for he directs, orders, and governs us, and the whole III. ix. 5, 
doe reation; as che Prophet ſays, The, or whoſe Government ( not & 4» Ze 1, 
1, hoſe Beginning) ſhall be upon his Shoulders. And ſo in the fol- Megan i 
p Wowing Verſe, (not his Beginning, but) his Government or Do- 4e:x9 awyca 
Wrinion is great. And chus Tertullian ex pounds both the Signi- F. 416, 
cation of the Word #gyn, and che Application of it: And 5. 19. 
noſt certainly the Text in Deut. xxxiii. 37. muſt be ſo under- Adv. Her- 
Mood, which, as it is in the Septuagint, muſt be rendred, the mog. 
un ower or Dominion of God ſhall cover thee; for ſurely you will Lune. 
8 tranſlate ir, the Beginning of God, who has no Beginning. oz Sus Ap- 
? nd ſo Jude the 6th, & is render'd in the Margin, Prin- N. 
Wpality; and fo alſo Col. i. 16. doy at, Principalities. 
There is another Account which may be given of this Text, 
d is certainly true of the Son, as the Wiſdom of God, (tho I 
ke it from a Book, whoſe Authority you will not allow, nor 
aiſſert) wiz. He is the Way that leads to God; and in this re- G 
dect he may very properly be the Beginning of his Ways, -. 
d yet no created Being; for ſurely 'rwas this Wiſdom, this , 8g 
gat, that inſtructed che Old World, and came at laſt into it, f. 
d ſhew them 4 more excellent Way ; agreeably ro chis he lays, 
am the Way : No Man cometh unto the Father but by me; and ſohn iv. 
erben (or ſevered) from me, ye can do nothing. And St. Paul 5. 
s, I can do all Things thro Chriſt which ſtrengtheneth me. And ele. 
Jheis ſtifd the Author of our Faith, and the Captain, or Leader, 
our Salvation, (in both Places, &eq1395 he may be proper- John xv. 
ſaid to be the Beginning of his Ways, for his Works : For as 51 „. 
are his Workmanſhip, ſo he ſhews us the Paths of Life, Phil. iv. 
d /cads us in the Paths of Righteouſneſs, in the Way everlaſting; 1332 
d the Word of God is a Light unto our Paths, that our Footſteps Heb. ves ag 
þ not. | 10. 
Upon the whole, as Biſhop Patrick ſays, the ancient Fathers Pal. Vis 
ought this Text might be apply'd to the Son of God; fo it 11. 
as not apply'd to prove him a Creature. On the contrary, XXII. 3» 
dur Euſebius, in che Chapter before cited, when he ſays that XXXIX. 
lamon gives us the ſame Senſe, viz. that he was Jehovah, he 24. 
Wiuncdiately cites this Text of the Proverbs ; ſurcly you will C105. 
dr ſay, that he firſt makes Solomon aſſert his Divinity, and then Xu. 5. 
ore his Words to prove him a Creature. And Pamphilus (") F. 760. 
his Apology for Origen, immediately cites this Text, after 
had reckon'd into the Number of Hereticks, thoſe who de- 
d him to be the Firſt begotten, and the God of the whole 
nn and the Word, and Wiſdom, which is the Beginning of 
Hays. 


Spyi , 


mini 
dom 


n 


— ah 4 © a Ms 4 a 2 . 


N 


(=) Eos, qui primogenitum eum negant, & totius Creaturæ 
50 um, & Verbum, & Sa pientiam, que eſt initium viarum Dei. 
vou | 

| D Buc 


8 But as poſitive as you are, that this Text, Prov. viii. 22. 
. a full Proof, that Wiſdom (which you interpret to be the 8nd 
4 God) was created; 1 find, p. 35. that you have quoted Irena 
1 for applying this ſame Text to the Holy Spirit; and you, in 
like manner, infer from thence, that the Holy Ghoſt wa 
created by God: 1 have already ſhewn, that it is not to be un. 
derſtood of the Son of God; and you have furniſh'd me wic 
Arguments, that it cannot be conſtrued of the Holy Ghoſt; fx 
vou make him to be the Creature of the Son of God, and ng 
immediately of God the Father; and if you will fay, he wa 
wt the Creature of God the Father by the Son, yet how can ya 
ot. make him, as is ſaid, v. 22. the Beginning of his Ways, or, | 
wu Language, the Firſt of the Creation; for you fay, p. 3 
| e was not of equal Antiquity with the Son; nor can there h 
; Two Firſts, or Two Beginnings ; nor could the Hoh Ghoſt, th 
4 creature, be before his Creator, ſcil. the Son, by wham he wa 
os created. 
q This is what I have to offer in Anſwer to your Three Fir 
| Texts, p. 9. and in ſome Meaſure to the laſt out of the Rev 
* lation, Chap. iii. 14. ſo far as relates to the Conſtruction of t| 
Word 4py1; and muſt be my Excuſe for the Length of wha 
I have ſaid upon them. T 


| 

ö 
1 f I come now to your Text, Col. i. 15, And, Firſt, to d 
3 firſt Part of it; Who is che Image of the Inviſible God. 

| This Text which is here render'd Image, ei xv, and 
=_” 2 Car. iv. 4. h u Heb. 1. 9. dans r ud... 

| Character of his Subſiſtence or Perſon; and the Words | 
„ *Amy;20- mediately preceding are, The Brightneſs (or bright Emanatio 
| A of his Glory, equivalent to that in Viſd. Chap. vii. v. 26. of 
| Eternal Light. Now what has been already ſaid of this H 
Wy dor and Emanation of the Eternal Light, may partly exp 
1 what is meant by yaga%7ip ⁰ν vbsieszes, and by ene: 

it cannot be imagin d that the firſt ſhould be inſeparable, a i 

| ceſſary Emanation from, and the fame with, the Eternal Li 
| and yet the very next Words ſhould declare him to be lull 
| an Image as is but a Picture, a Repreſentation of it, but 
[ | Nature and Eſſence different from it: And 1regxmig proper 


ſignifies the Impreſſion, the Form ; ſo that in Him, I may f. 
Col. ii. 9. was imprinted the Godhead, or, as the Apoſtle ſays, In # 
dwelleth all the Fulneſs of the Godbead: And, as He again fi 

Phil. ii, 6, who being in the Form of God, thought it not Robbery to be ef 
with God; and who can be equal with God, or in the F 

\ God, but who is God, Infinite and Eternal? And that the AP 
ftle ſo means, is plain by the Expreffion following, which 

apply'd ro his Manhood; Taking the Form of a Servant, 0 

made in the Likeneſs of Man. So then we muſt either with! 

Gnoſticks deny the Reality of Chriſt's Coming in che Fleſh, 

. we muſt own, that He, by being in the Form of God, wal 

ad 01 _ ola 


[45] 
Lurd by the Apoſtle as truly God, and not barely, in your 
Ssenſe, the nage of God; as by being in the Form of a Servant, 
and in the Likeneſs of Man, He was really Man, and not the Ap- 
Pearance only of a Man. 4 

And in 2 Cor. iv. 4. where tis again ſaid, Who is the Image 
N God, tis ſaid in the 6th Verſe, God hath fhined in our Hearts, 
. 0 give the Light of the Knowledge of the Glory of God in the Face, 
Sr rather the Perſon, of Feſus Chrift : For ſo alſo Tejowmy ſig- 
da ges, and is ſo render'd, Chap. ii. 10, And Dr. Hammond in 
Sis Commentary ſays, Chriſt repreſents Almighty God to us, 
ot as a Picture does the Bod y, bur as a real, ſubſtanrial Image 
f him. | | 


ah And the very next Words in the Text, Heb; i. 3. (of 
RJ bich we have been l are, upholding all Things by 
- is Power, which none can do but God who is Omnipotent. | 


I do own, that 4x&y does properly, in the common A 

tion of the Word, ſignify an Image or Picture of a Thing; 
We as, I hope, I have ſhewn ir does not, it cannot fo figmfy 
the Places aforeſaid ; fo ir will be plain, that this Word 
re muſt ſignify not a Picture, but a full, lively and perfect 
age. By another Text in this Epiſtle to the Hebrews, Ch. x. 


Image of the Things, muſt ſignify 2 full and perfect Image 
the Things themſelves ; or elſe if Image ſignifies only the 


nd 5 ie or Repreſentation, tis no more than Shadow, and then 

1 no Antit he ſis, which was neceſſary in this Argent of the 

nat Poſtle ; nay, tis a: contradiction in the very tame Sentence, 
of t 


it gill run thus ; The Law having a Shadow and not having 


= 1. © The Law having a Shadow of good Things to come, and not, 
be very Image ( or Image it ſelf ) of the Things... Here ry * 
ei x 


aur lu 


8 Sl eve) Shad ow. f i a 
_ I come now to the Second Part of your Text, Cl. i. 15. the Knotos: 
\ . i born of every Creature, or of the Creation, as it is ren- 
, Rev. ii. 14. and cited by you, P. 10. from whence you 

9 


ad infer our Saviour to be a Creatwe, tho the Hrſt- born and 
But if you would have added the next Verſe, and what fol- 
rs, it would manifeſtly have appear d that he could not be 
of them, for it is ſaid; N 


Fir by him were all Things cteated that are in Heaven, and Vet. 18. 
t are in Earth, viſible and inviſible; whether they be Thrones, Af x. 


by a Dominions, or principalities, Powers; all Tings were 

books ated by him, and for bim. | 

che U ence it will follow, that if He made all Things in Heaven | 
whicl Earth, and, as St. John adds, that without him was not any C. 1. 2, 
nt, Mrs made that was made; ſurely, He himſelf was not made; 2wels 


a Creature could not make himſelf. All Things are of God, ad. 
4 by God, Ariſtotle could ſay ; But we need not the Divine Ariſtot. de 
thoriy of che Scriptures, nor the Sagacity of a Philoſapher ; Mundo, 

_— common P. 858, 


| [ 46 ] 
common Senſe is ſufficient to inform us, that the Maker cannot 

be a Part of the Things made. | 
Ev ww And the following Verſe would have told you, that he wg 
euvlxnos God ; For it. pleaſed the Father, that in Him ſhould all Fulneſ; 
Tv o dwell; or all Fulneſs was pleaſed to dwell in him; and what that 
TAnpoues Fulneſs is, we ſee in the Second Chapter, v. 9. all the Fulne; 
Kami of the Godhead : Which Text is introduc'd in a very remark- 


oa able Manner, as if the Apoſtle had foreſeen what he ſays it 
x Cor. i. another Place, that the Wiſe, the Scribe, the Diſputer of thi 
20. World, (to whom the Doctrine concerning Chriſt, was Fooliſbneſ, 
28. tho' he truly was the Power of God, the Wiſdom of God) Wi 


29. might attempt to pervert others from the true Chriſtian Faith, 
(For, as I obſerv'd before of the Platoniſts, Tertullian ſays d 
Adv. Jud. the Philoſophers in general, that they were Hereticorum Pati. 
c. 9. p. 142. arche.) He cautions the Coloſſi ant againſt their Inſinuations, i 
the Verſe immediately preceding; Beware leſt any Man ji 
(or make a Prey of, or inſnare) you, thro! Philoſophy and vai 
Deceit, after the Rudiments of this World, and not after Chriſt 
Fw in him dwelleth all the Fulneſs of the Godhead bodily. Ant 
Comment. Dr. Hammond obſerves, that as aww is often loſt in the Gen. 
455. tive Caſe following it; as, odua-us, Me, onua iets 8, Chril; 
ſo here owualtxas, Bodily, may be taken in the ſame Senſe h 
Tdentity of his very Eſſence. 4 
And I think it is very obſervable, that when in the 11 
Verſe he had ftil'd Him the Firft-born of every Creature, the nc 
Verſe begins, For, zn, or b-cauſe, By him were all Things cm 
ted, &c. Now if the Apoſtle had meant to aſſert him in «MM 
Isch Verſe to be a Creature, che Reaſon he gives for ir, or u 
Argument he uſes to prove it in the 16th Verſe, viz. Bec 
he himſelf created all Things, is the moſt ſurprizing that en 
was urg'd by Man; eſpecially by that Apoſtle, who had 
ſerted, that the Creation of the World was a full Proof of ti: 
Rom. i. 20+ Eternal Godhead ; and therefore could not now conſiſtently vu 
himſelf make it alſo the Proof of a Creature: So that if wil 
he undertook to declare to the Athenians the unknown God, wilt © 

whom they ignorantly et wich the Philoſophers, or even Mal 

of common Senſe had heard him reaſoning in this Mann! 

Ads xvii. gi would wich Juſtice have cry'd our, What will this Babble 
abe: 
bs What TI have here before ſaid of the Signification of 4 
may ſerve alſo to explain the Meaning of Firſt-born in i 
Text: For tho the literal and primary Signification of x! 
Tox&- be firſt-born, yet as Primogeniture gave to the Eldelt! 
Superiority and Dominion over his Brethren ; So in this Sent 
it ought to be taken here; and the 18th Verſe of this 1 Cy 
leads us plainly to it; for tis ſaid, He js the Head of the bi 
the Church, the Beginning, the Firſt-born from the Dead, that! 


„ 4] Things he might have the Pre-eminence, or, more literd 
Herd ze Chicl. | TNT 


[ 47 ] 
So 1 Chron. x&vi. 10. Becauſe there was no Eldeſt, his Father 3m d N- 
made bim the Chief, or Ruler; which Privilege did belong ro mem m- 
he Elde, and which, as ſuch, he might of Right have &. 
r | 5 | = Ae. 
Fo when Iſaac had made Jacob Lord over his Brethren, or of Gen. xx vii. 
Inis Brother, Eſau complain'd, that Jacob had ſupplanted him, 29. 
and taken away his ( aeprtrixue, Rights of ) Birthright, and Ts & n- 
the Bleſſing which appertain'd to it. | OL» 
And Pal. Ixxxix. 27. I will make him my Firſt-born, higher 
han the Kings of the Earth; that is, ſays Dr. Hammond, the 
moſt glorious of them; for, literally, David could not be the 
Virſt- born. 5 | 
= The literal Tranſlation of this Verſe ſeems plainer to this 
Senſe ; I will place him (leaving out my) Firſt-born ; that is, KA 

ſer him in the Station of the Firſt-born, or Eldeſt, make him 1 
chief, as in the Chronicles before- mention d; or Lord, as Iſaac 4% Obor- 
did Jacob. bf (404 GW D. 
S 'Tis faid, Heb. x11. 23. ye are calld to the general Aſſembly 
Jof the Church of the Firſt-born : Muſt this be conſtrued literally 

of the Church of che Firſt-born, or Eldeſt, as tis in the 38th 
Halm, v. 51. he ſmote all the Firſt-born in Egypt ? No, ſurely ; 
this is meant, and ſo Dr. Hammond expounds it, of the Apoſties Rom. Xvi. 
and firſt Converts to Chriſtianity ; and fo Epenetus is call'd the firft 5. 
Fruits of Achaia, thoſe who had the firſt Fruits of the Spirit. vili. 23. 
And St. Paul tells us, another Title our Saviour had ro this 
Appellation of Firſt-born, viz. Whom he did fore nom, he alſo did Rom. viii. 

predeſtinate to be confo in'd to the Image of his Son, that he might 29. | 
be the Firſt-born among many Brethren : Or, as he is ſtil'd, g 
Keb. ii. 10. in Terms equivalent, the Captain of their Salvation, Aę D. | 
au; bom, v. 11. he was not aſham'd to call Brethren ; or, as it is 
en Heb. xii. 2. the Author and Finiſher of their Faith. 8 

WF To conclude jthis Point; ſurely there are many figurative fs 
8 Expreſſions, which it would be abſurd to conſtrue literally; 
81 am the Vine; This is my Body, &c. Nay, ſome Things, which 
are ſaid of Men, cannot be ſo taken neither; a new Creature, 
$ created in Chriſt unto good Works, born again, &c. Shall we ſay, 
like Nicodemus, Can a Man enter the ſecond Time into his Mother's 
es Womb ? To which, and to all ſuch Conſtructions, there needs 
no other Anſwer.than what our Saviour gave to him, Art thox John iii. 
4 Maſter of Iſrael, and knoweſt not theſe Things? 10. 

There remains but one Text more which you have cited, 
viz. Heb. iii. 2. Who was faithful to him 

that 1 in our Tranſlation, appointed? him 
? 2 in your Tranſlation, made p 

And you ſay, that the Author to the Hebrews directly affurms, p 
* That God made Chriſt, which in the 4th Century was rec on d jo * 31. 
* Heterodox, that this Epiſtle was in ſome places ſeldom read in 
* Publick'; and that partly out of the Dread of juch an Expreſſion , 
as Fhilaſtrius aſſures. 
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Yer. 14. 


leads to the Context, and the foregoing Verſes at the End d 


11 


1 have not that Book, fo I can't trace you in this Quotation ; 
Bur I wonder that it was poſſible for any Man to dread this Ex. 
preſſion or Text; for I will, with great Aſſurance, affirm, 
That the Apoſtle does not fay that God made Chrift in your 
Senſe, or in any Senſe, that even an Athanaſian ( as you term 


us) will not acknowledge with Foy, and with a full Aſſarance of 


Faith; But that you ſhould ſo tranſlare and apply this Text 60 ⁊ 7 
prove the Son of God a Creature, and charge the Apoſtle with We 
aſſerting ir expreſsly, I would not have beliey'd from any Man BR & 
but your ſelf; for ſurely never was any Part of the Scripture 
ſo perverted and diſtorced to ſerve a Turn, | 
I do agree that mio does fignify to make in your Senſe, ad ,/ 


you cannot deny that ir alſo ſignifies to appoint or conſtitut; WT fo 
and that ir is ſo us'd ſometimes in Scripture, SY +; 
© fic 

I goon yg in 
m im Chief. | $ ip 
His Father 3 'Eminow aumy dg yore hae 
N. 
Rev. i. 6. | ES Dc 
Hath made us Kings and Prieſts. ca 
'Emvinozy n, HE,; Y ispeise = w: 

it 

2 od He ordained Twelve. | 

. Mark Ui, 14. JBl, ow Bags | 


Hebr. v. 5. 
Chriſt glorify'd Sto be made an High Prief. 
not himſelf LTern a ap yepicts 


Which Word -Jo19{iCaz more ſtrongly denotes making in you 
Senſe, than mwiozrm ; and yer ſurely no Man will make fo rid: 
culous a Conſtruction of any of theſe Texts as to call then 
Creations, as you would have this 3d Heby. to be underſtood 
which plainly ſignifies no more than appointing, or, it 0 


pleaſe, maZing him our High Frieſt; as will be moſt evident. 1 
| | Tel 

This Third Chapter begins thus: not 

Wherefore, holy Brethren, conſider the Apoſtle and High-Prieft | you 


eur Prof effton Chriſt Feſus, who was Faithful to bim that 
1 appointed 5 him, | 
made ; | by 
Wherefore denotes an Inference from ſome Premiſſes, and ve 


the ſecond Chapter, viz, 2 
- Foraſmuch then as Children are Partakers of Fleſh and Blood, "We 
alſo himſelf took Part of the ſame, that thro' Death he might «i 
i him, that had the power of Death, that is, the Devil. Wh 


A * 
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49 ] 
Fur = be took on bim the Seed of Abraham. 


Brethren, that he might be a mercitul and faithful High-Prieſt, 
in Things pertaining to God to make Reconciliation for the Sins of 
he People. 
ö For — he himſelf hath ſuffered being tempted, he is able to 
ſaccour them that are tempted, 
WE Then follows the Third Chapter, Wherefore, holy Brethren, 
Ke.. as above. | | 
Lou may ſee that the whole Diſcourſe of the Apoſtle relates 
to his human Nature; He took upon him Fleſh and Blood, and in 
LES all Things was made like unto his Brethren ; and the Keaſon given 
dor it is, That he might be a merciful and faithful High-Prieft in 
ES Things pertaining to God; and then to offer up himſelf a Sacri- 
© fice to make Reconciliation for the Sins of the People: Was it not 
in this Reſpect, as Man, that he died? For, ſurely, tis Bla- 
ſphemy to ſay, that his Godhead dy'd ; and yer I know nor 
ES how you can avoid it, if you apply your Text to his Divine 
Nature, Was it not, as Man, that he became our High-Prieſt ? 
Do not you argue from thence againſt Polycarp's and Fuſtin's 
calling him Eternal High- Prieſt? Was it not the High-Prieſt that 
was faithful? If then he that was faithful was the High- prieſt; 
if che High-Prieſt was he that dy'd for us; and in order to it, 
tot our Fleſh and Blood, and became Man, then it was as ſuch, 
* viz. as Man, that the Apoſtle ſays he was made and conſtituted 
© High-Prieſt, who, as St. Paul ſays, ever liveth to make Inter- 
ceſſion for us, 
Il muſt alſo take Notice that he is here ftild Apoſtle roo, or 
as the Word ſignifies, Meſſenger : Now he was that Meſſenger 
as Man, to bring us the glad Tidings of Salvation, and to teach 


you dus an holy Religion, by which we might obtain it: So that 
rice he, who was made or conſtituted an Apoſtle and High-Prieſt, 
then may alſo be ſaid to be made, becauſe both as an Apoſtle and 
ood; High- Prieſt he was Man, and was therefore made Man, that he 
vai might be Both, 
nt. I have now gone thro' and examin'd your Texts and your 
# Teſtimonies; and, I hope, have ſhewn that the One are either 
not applicable ro your Purpoſe, or very fhort of proving what 
iet you aim at: And for the Other, I am very ſorry I muſt fa 


you have very groſsly corrupced your Witneſſes; Such Evi- 
dence is enough to ſpoil even a good Cauſe; but I muſt own 
it is very proper for a bad one, which with ſuch only can, 


nd e with any Colour, be ſupported : Nevertheleſs you do, in a 
nd i very pompous Manner, ſum up your Evidence; but I can't be 

= convinc'd by it; tor your Premiſſes do not warrant your Con- 
od, RS c!u/7on, nor ought I to be carry'd about and toſs'd to and fro with 


every Wind of Doctrine by the Sleight of Men; and this Advice is 
tepeated, Hebr, 13. where after the Apoſtle had in the 8rh 
Verſe cold us, that Jeſus Chriſt was the ſame Teſterday, and to 
8 5 D 4 Day 


E 


Ver. 16. 
Wherefore in all Things it behou d him to be made like unto his 17. 


P. 23. 


Hebr . Vit. 
25. 


Gal. iv. 14. 


50 

Day, and for ever; he adds in the ↄth Verſe, be not carried about 
with ſtrange Doctrines; and Rom. xiii. 17. he prays us to be. 
ware of them that cauſe Diviſions and Offences contrary to the De. 
Arine we have learnt. And indeed I wonder that the Proofs, 
which you have produced, could pervert you from the Faith 
into which you were baptiz d: But the Spirit expreſsly ſpeaketh, 
* that in the latter Times ſome ſhall depart from the Faith ; and 
the laſt Verſe of the preceding Chapter tells us, what that 
Faith was, viz. The great Myſtery of Godlineſs, God manifeſted 
in the Fleſh. But they who had their Denomination from 2 
Pretence of greater Knowledge and clearer Inſight into the 
Myſteries of the Chriſtian Religion than others, were the Men, 
who moſt corrupted the Doctrines of it by their ſtrange Op. 
2 pet. iii. nions; and they were the unſtable who reſted (or perverted, 
16. or deprav d) the Scriptures, which ſurely are profitable for D.. 
SZTeCa3- drine and Inſtruction. And tis a terrible Threatning pronoun. 


1 Tim, iv 
3. 


on. ced by David to the Adverſaries of Chriſt, and repeated by 


2 Tim. iv. St. Paul, Let their Eyes be darkned that they ſee not; and let 
16. that which ſhould have been for their Welfare, become a Stumbling. 
Plal. Ixix. block, an Occaſion of their Falling, and their Recompence. 

19. In ſtating the Texts and Teſtimonies on both Sides, you 
Rom. xi. 9. have begun with the Texts cited by Mr. Seaton, and have 
Tua. dqu- mention'd moſt, but not all of them: And you have thought 


A. it a ſufficient Anſwer to inſert your Interpretation of the Terms, 
cd t e Eternal, Eternity, by the Words Age and the World, of which 
{4a I have already ſaid what occurr'd to me. 


You have alſo, with a ſeeming Generofity, added ſome Te. 
ſtimonies from the Fathers, in which alſo you inſert your Con. 
ſtruction of Eternity, and very remarkably in the 8th and gth 
Pages your Author calls Chriſt's Generation 4vaggv, Beginning: 
leſs ; and you help us to underſtand, according to your No. 
tion, but contrary. to the Signification of the Word, His Gene. 
ration Only before the Beginning of the World. 

Then you ſum up all by ſaying, 


© Theſe Paſſages out of Euſebius, c. bid the faireſt for a real 
Eternity of the Son ; yet 'tis plain from other Paſlages, that 
* all of them were utterly againſt a proper Eternity of the don 


© as we ſhall fee hereafter, 


By which laſt Words T ſuppofe you mean your Quotation 


on the other Side. Theſe I have examin'd, and will, with 
ſome Confidence affirm, that yuu have by no Means made 
good your Aflertion; and fince you ſay, that zheſe are the 
principal Original Texts and Teſtimonies which concern the imp. 
© tant Subject before us, I might venture to leave the Matter 


here, and tay to you, in your own Words, p. 37. If you will 


ſoberly review only your own Evidence, and ſtate it fairly, with- 
out putting Words into your Witnefſes Mouths, and make 4 
juſt Conſtruction of your Quotations: I might appeal to yu, 
ſuppoſing cu had no Braſs, Whether you can in Conſcience periſt 

in 


1 
* 

$ 
I 
"4s 


the Opinion that our Saviour is bur a Creature, ſo contrary to 

he Original Chriſtian Religion? Nay , I will add, fo contrary 
all che Predictions of the Prophets, the Interpretation of 
Pany Texrs by the Learned Jews themſelves, and the Expe- 
Fition of rhe Fewiſh Nation of what their Meſtah was to be, 
iz. the Word of God, the Son of God, God equal with the Fa- 
Per. And for this I have the Authority of your great Euſebi- 
&, which I have already cited, ( whom you ſay: none of the 


earned will any more pretend that he was an Athanaſian; and 


erefore he can't be charg d by you with vartiality ro our Do- 


rine:) He ſays, that the Hebrew Oracles ſtile him che Word 


bf God, God of God, as we Chriſtians are taught to ſpeak of 
im; and for Proof quotes ſome Paſſages. out of Moſes and 
david, and that the Fews applied to him even the incommunica- 
e Name Jehovah: And I hope by further Evidence and full 
roofs to make good the following Propofitions, which com- 
prehend what I have to ſay upon this Subject. | 


1. That many Paſſages in the Old Teſtament, which were 

poken as of God, were interpreted by the Learned Fews them- 
Elves of the Word of God in the higheſt Senſe ; notwithſtanding 
hat you ſay, p.25. (without producing any Evidence for it,) 
that the ancient Chriſtians never look'd upon them as true of the 


bn himſelf, but of the Father only. 


2. That the Predi&ions of the Meſſiab make him to be Eternal 
"30? 
3. That the Fews had this Notion of their Meſſiah. 


P. 33. 


4. That the Scciptures of the New Teſtament expreſsly de- 


| lare him to be ſo. 


Which when I have done, I hope I ſhall fr-e my ſelf from 
Four Suſpicion which you inſinuate, that I have 4 Biaſs in this 
Queſtion, meaning, I preſume rhe Prejudice of Education; 
or which, indeed, I daily bleſs the good Providence of God, 


and hope by his Grace ſnill never caſt off char firſt Faith, but 
rather be ſtrengthen'd in it by that Ah Spirit, which hath fur- 


diſh'd ro me in the Scriptures, and enabled me in ſome Mea- 


Tho' I may fty, as in Controverſies at Law, he that will ſue 


7 to give, many Reafons for it. 


me for my Poſſeſſion, muſt firſt make out his own Title, before 


need produce any Evidence for mine; ſo ſince we are in Pol- 


ſeſſion of this Doctrine for which I contend, and this Poſſeſſi- 
Won has been for 1700 Years, therefore till you have made ap- 
pear the Truth of yours, by better Proofs than you have hi- 


therto produced, which yer you ſay are the beſt you have, 


there can be no great Occaſion, much leſs have you any Right 
to demand of me, to confirm, by any Teſtimonies, our Con- 
ſeſſion of that Faith, on which Chriſt has fonnded his Church, 


But 


againſt which the Gates of Hell ſhall not prevail. 


8 
FE 


P. 38. 


P. 24. 


521 i 
But before I proceed, I defire to ſay ſomething to the Clin 
you make to the Septuagint Verſion, from whence, you (a 
Chriſt and his Apoſtles always quoted the Old Teſtament. | 
That their Quotations were generally from the Septuagin 
Tranſlation, I do not deny; much leſs will I deny the Auths 
rity of that Tranſlation, eſpecially of thoſe Places referr'd u 
in thoſe Quorations : But that their Quotations were alwg; 
, out of that Tranſlation, I believe, when you think again, ya 
will not ſo peremptorily aſſett, becauſe there are Inftanccs u 
che contrary. ä 
And you cannot deny, bur that tis only a Tranſlation, au 
therefore cannot be more authentick than the Original Hebrew, 
nay, 4s the Author of the Prologue to Eccleſiaſticus ſays, 
© muſk come ſhort of ſome Morde; for the ſame Things utter'd i 
© Hebrew, and tranſlated into another Language, have not th 
© ſame Force in them; and not only thefe Things, but the Law an 
© the Prophets (or Prophecies ) have no ſmall Difference when thy 
© are ſpoken in their own Language.” And I will add, that ther 
is one very material Word in Hebrew, which cannot be expreſs! 
by any Word in any other Language; and as there are 7dim 


in every Language, fo the Tranſlation muſt be underſtood u | 


that Sente, in which the Original is taken; and tho' our 541 
our quoted the Greek Verſion , yer he did not ſpeak in tk 
Greek Tongue, and the Fews took what he ſaid, in the Sen 
in which they underſtand their own Text, as will be. manife( 
by and by: And the Apoſtles, who had the Gift of Tongue: 
delivered their DoQrines, which they receiv'd from him, 
plain Words, ſuch as their Hearers underſtood, and as fully a 
the Myſteries of our Salvation could be expreſs'd ; and ther 
may be very good Reaſon, why our Saviour and they chu 
ro refer to the S-ptuagint, to wit, becauſe the Greet was the! 
rhe moſt common Language, and which even the Jews then. 
ſelves by their Diſperſion had learnt, and many ct them hal 
obtain'd the Name of Greeks or Helleniſts, and us'd rhe Septus 


gint Tranſlarion ; and fince the Gentile World, as well as te N 
Jews, were to be converted to the Faith in Chriſt, it was pt 
per to refer them to the Writings of Moſes and the Prop 


John v.39. which teſtify'd of him, in the Language which they underſtood, 


But ſurely this was not ſetting ade the Hebrew Bible; for | 


2 Tim. iii. the Scriptures were given by Inſpiration of God, and holy Men ij 


16. 


God ſ pate as they were mou d by the Holy Ghoſt ; then ſurely tho 
who originally writ in Hebrew, were ar leaſt as much inſpirl We 


as the LXXII Tranſlators of their Writings; nay, it tie 
LXXII had been enabled by the Holy Spirit to tranſlate ex: 
actly and literally, yer if what was fo tranſlated was not writ 
ren by Inſpiration, the Tranſlation, tho made by Iuſpiratia 
could not make it to be of Divine Authority. 


[53-1 
„1 do not ſay this that I pretend to the leaſt Knowledge o 
„ee Hebrew Tongue; but I have learnt ſome Things from Au- 
tors who did, which I may have had, and may have Occa- 
on ro mention in what follows, 

+ i And ſo I proceed to my Propoſitions. 

th Firſt, That many Paſſages in the Old Teſtament, which were 

m poken as of God, were interpreted by the Learned Fews of 

ie Word of God inthe higheſt Senſe, | 
t 


- Lord aid. — — — The Word the Deut. , , 
It Ade of 34-4- 

5 bom the Lord knew | Deus allocutus eſt | Who knew the Word 10. 
Face to Face. eum fine medio. of the Lord talk © s 
1 ing with him. 

E 1 Arab. Verſion. 

ra Moſes went up unto | Ad Angelam Dei. And | Moſes went up into Exo. 19.3. 

* , | this is ſo intrepre- the Preſence of the 

* ted by St. Stephen,, Word of God. 

5 Acts 7. 38. 

i | ; ; | 
| T willeftabli C . — I wil eſtabliſß ny 17. 7. 

* — „ | Covenant between my 2 | 

4 Me and Thee, Word and Thee, 

Ga 4 Chald, P araph. I þ 

od will be with If the Word of the Gen. 28. 

k me, then ſhall the Lord be with me, 20, ale - l 
„ lord be my God. then the Word of | 

* | the Lord ſhall be 

2 1 my God. 

1 Chald, Paraph. 

0 #1 am He, and there | Servus meusChriſtus | The Word of the Deu. 32.39. 

„ 75 no God beſides | quem elegi. Lord ſaid, I am 114.43. 10. | 
„me. I kill, &c. He, who was, and * | 
= 8 is, and is to come, | 

4 6 8 and there is no N 

oi | | other God beſides | 

uy | me. I kill, &c. | 

11 Aud many more, which you will find in Dr. Hammond's Com- 

rl 1 ment on the New Teſtament, and in Biſhop Patrick and Biſhop 


mA Kidder. | 7 27a 

ex. : I find in Ezek. i. 24. As the Voice of the Almighty : This is o- 

emitted in the common Impreſſions of the Septuagint Bible, bur | 

ust to be inferred ; for in the Polyglot Bible, I find it in the i 
Hebrew, Chaldee Paraphraſe, Syriac and Arabick, Vocem Saddai, | 
velut vocem omnipotentis , vocem Domini quaſi voce m Dei po- | 

i 6 ſtimi ſufficientiſſimi, Theodaret dg poyiy des ond due; 'F 
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and in ſome Copies, &, eavny Is ond Set e; Which ae. 
cording to the Septuagint is, pwriy 4% AGys: So that what in 
the above-mention'd Places was in the Original, God, and ſo 
rendred by the LXXII, but rendred as above, the Wore of 
God; here in this Paſſage in Ezek. which is in all the Lan. 
guages rendred God Almighty, is according to the LX XII, the 
Voice of the 460% &, the Word of God. 
I preſume it will not be deny'd, that by the Angel of the C. 
venant, and the ie his Preſence, the Meſſi ab was under. 
ſtood by the Fews, and now alſo by all Chriſtians: Let us ſe 
then what is ſaid of this Angel. 
Exod. ii. 2, * The Angel of the Lord appeared unto Moſes in a Flame i 
Kues S, Fire out of the Buſh: And in the 4th Verfe, he is ſtiFd, 64 
xs] ge- (the Lord; ) and in the 6th Verſe he ſays, I am the God of thy 
Iv. Father, the God of Abraham. 
Seds. Behold I ſend an (us my) Angel before thee Obey 
Exo. xxiii. his Voice, for he will not pardon your Tranſgreſſions ; for my 
20, 21, Name 5 in him, that is, be js God: For my Name im. 
| plies and fignifies Eſſence, as Deut. 28. 58. That thou may ſt fe 
this glorious and fearful Name, the Lord thy God: And o 
Pſal. xx. 1. The Name of the God of Facob defend thee, that i, 
God detend thee ; for the Name of God was not like an Amulet 
or Charm, as ſome ſuperſtitious Fews uſed their Phy lacteries 
to keep them from Hurt: And ſo expreſsly, Exod: iii. 13. Whit 
is his Name? v. 14. I am that I am: And ſo our Saviour fay;, 
John xiv. 11. I am in the Father, and the Father in me; and 
who can forgive Sins but God, Mark ii. 7. 
Bp.Kidder. And Maimonides explains this Text to be meant of the pr» 
Phet, Deut. xviii. 15. that was to be rais'd like unto Moſes ; and 
Malachi calls him the Meſſenger of the Covenant, Chap. iii. 1, 
and St. Paul ſays, 1 Cor. x. 9. and Heb, iii. 9. it was Chriſt, wh 
was tempted in the Milderneſe. | 
, Of the Angels which appeared to Abraham, one was the 4r- 
gel of the Covenant, and he is all along ſtild the Lord; and in 


E oa the 1ſt Verſe the LX XII. render the Lord, ò 3435, God. 
odus Ju Preſence ſhall go with thee, (ſays God to Moſes, in At- 
—_— 30 ſwer to him, who, v. 12. had ſaid, Thon haſt not let me knw 


, whom thou wilt ſend. with me;) and this is rendred by th: 
egg d- LXXII, 7 my ſelf, (God ) will go before thee, 
11 ift. The Angel of his, Preſence ſaved them: This the LXXII render 
0. in. very elegantly, not a Meſſenger, nor an Angel, but he (60 
N himſelf ſaved them. : 
oeus eds Howis it poſſible to interpret this eſpecially, (or indeed an 
2e of the foregoing Texts) as of 4 Perſon repreſenting and per- 
5 5 ſonaring the Father, (as you ſay p. 25.) in ſpight of even the 
s WW" negative Words, not a Meſſenger, not an Angel, but he himſelf. 
I ſhall mention bur one more, and that is Gen. XXii. The 
Command to Abraham to ſacrifice Iſaac was from God, v.! 


and v. 11. The Angel of the Lord call d to him out of Heaven, ant 


7. 15 


5 
. 12. fad, Lay not thy Hand ugon the Lad; for now I khov that 
Who feareſt God, ſeeing. that thou haſt not with-held thy Son from 
Me: This muſt be the Angel of the Covenant; for the not with- 
holding his Son from Me, muſt be from him who, v. 1. gave 
im the Command, and whom by, ſo doing he ſhew'd that he 
Wfear'd, viz. God; and v. 14. The Angel of the Lord call'd tg 
Abraham a ſecond time, and ſaid, By My ſelf have I ſworn, Cc. 
And che Apoſtle, Heb. vi. 13. gives the Reaſon of it, vi- 
© becauſe he could ſwear by no greater than himſelf; and there- 

© fore he, this Angel of the Covenant, muſt be equal with the 
« WT supreme God : And fo Abraham, v. 14. calls the Name of that 
101 WE Place by the Name of the Supreme God, Fehovah-jireh. 


Secondly, The Predictions of the Meſſiah make him to be Eter- 
0 WS nal God. 


t think we are agreed, that there is no God befides the Lord, 
m- and that he will nor give his Glory unto another; for before me, 
ar ſays God, was no God form d, neither ſhall be after me; I, even 
lo an the Lord, and beſides me there is no Saviour : If then I can 
% WY ſhew, that che incommunicable Name of God is given to the 


lr WE Meſiah, that he is ſtil'd the Lord, and God, and that the eſſential 
5, Attributes of God are predicated of him, I ſhall ſufficiently make 
good my Propoſition. | | 
„ Some of the Texts which I have mention'd under my Firſt 
nd Head, are alſo Proofs of this Second; and having had Occa- 
© ſion ro mention others in this Letter, and ſeveral having been 
: cited by Mr. Seaton, I ſhall here take notice but of ſome few 
more. 
„ God ſaid, Let us make Man, &c. Fuſtin Martyr urges this to 
Fypbo to the ſame Purpoſe for which I now cite it, and treats 
the Fews Anſwers to it very contempruouſly, as I obſerv'd be- 
fore; and Biſhop Patrick quotes Epiphanius for ſaying, that this 


was underſtood by all the ancient Chriſtians to denote a Plura- 

lit; of Perſons in che Deity; and that the Fews, who would 
evade it, do it in a moſt ridiculous Manner, and therefore no 
” 7 Chriſtian ſhould imirate them; nor ſhould you contradict your 
e Euſebius, and your own Quotation, p. 35. out of Treneus : The 


* firſt ſays in his Eccleſiaſtical Hiſt. p. 6. that the Words in this 
Text of Geneſis, were ſpoken to Chriſt; and the laſt ſays they 
were ſpoken to che Sn and Holy Spirit. And this Conſtruction 
ot this Text is very well ſupported by St. Fohn i. 3. All things 
were made by him, and without him (wels aurs, ſeparately from 
= him) was not any thing made; therefore not as the Inſtrument 
wich the Father us'd in creating all Things, but as united 
wich him in chat Act of Omnipotence ; and therefore he was God 
= equally with the Father, who wanted not the Help of a Crea- 
ture to exert his Power, or to eaſe him, as of a Burden, in 
exerciſing it; and as it is ſaid, Rev. iv. 11. of Almighty God, 

bon haſt created all things, and for thy Pleaſure they are and 
3 were 


Iſa. xlv. 5. 
Xlii. 8. 
xliii. 10, 


WW, 


Gen. i. 25. 


56 
were ereated ; ſo it is ſaid alſo of the Son, Cal. i, ü 6. All thing 
were created by him and for him. 1 

114. x! Say unto the Cities q Judah, Behold your God : The whole 
9 9 ſhews, that this was ſpoken of the Meſſiah; as h 

0 
Ila. liv. 3. Thy Maker js thy Husband, the Lord of Hoſts is his Name; 
and thy Meſſenger the Holy One of Iſrael, the God of the whole 


Earth ſhall * be 2 15 4 God Malek 
vii  T appeared to Abra Wr ame mighty 
ö but by my Name Jehovah was I not known to him. 


It is to be obſerv'd, that Fehovah is here, and in other Places 
of Scripture, rendred by the LXXII, er &, the Lord; ſo 
that where xe, the Lord, is apply'd in the Old Teſtamen 
to the Meſſiah, it ought to be taken in the higheſt Senſe, or 
elſe the [XXII ſhould have found ſome other Way of exprel- 
ſing Fehovah, ſince there is no one Word in any Language that 
comes up to the full Significarion of it; for it denotes the I. 
ſence of God, viz. that is, was, and is to com?; and is ſo pecu- 

In the Sep⸗ liar to the Great God, (as in Hal. Ixxxiii. 18, whoſe Name alone 
ruaginr, is Jehovah ) that the Jews our of a ſuperſtirious Reverence 

* think it unlawful to pronounce it. 
x Bur this holy Name is apply'd to the Meſtah, and therefore 

he muſt be God. 

| „ This is his Name by which he ſhall be called, The Lord, or ſe- 
Jer. NEIL hovah, om Righteouſneſs : In the Septuagint tis, Joſedec among 
*. , the Prophets, This cannot be properly a Name, for it is not 
Tum given to the Meſſiah in the Old or New Teſtament; fo it muſt 
223 be underſtood according to the Signification of the Word, az [7 
dee Immanuel, in St. Matt. i. and Iſa. vii. 14. was not literally the = 
eTv X%- Name of our Saviour, bur to denote what he was, God with 


7 | 
a leo ws ; and in like manner, as Febovah, to avoid pronouncing che Wh Fa 
« cy 7445 Word itſelf, was ſometimes pronounced ja and Sedec, figni- | ga 


E961T» fying in Hebrew, Fuſtice or Righteouſneſs ; lwgzdts is as much as We 
to ſay, Jebovah our Righteouſneſs. . 
5 And ſo he is again ftil'd, The Lord (and in the Margin, Je- 
rs Ni. hovah) our Righteouſneſs. This is left out of the Septuagint, as 
os is all in that Chapter from the 13th Verſe excluſive. 
In theſe Chapters he is alſo call'd, The Righteous Branch, the 
Branch of Righteouſneſs; which in the Septuagint is 2vamAn, 48 
alſo in Luke i. 78. and rendred, The Day-ſpring ; ſuitable where- 
unto they alſo tranſlate Iſa. iv. 2. (which in our Bibles is, 
The Branch of the Lord ſhall be beautiful and glorious) 6&4 pln, 
ſhall ſhine : And what this Branch, or Day-/pring was, the LXXII 
tell us, viz. God; for the Words in their Tranſlation are, tar 
Adult 5 des, God ſhall ſhine. 


Thirdly, The Jews had this Notion of their Meſſiah, Tha: 
he was to be the Son of God, and, as ſuch, equal with God. 


4 Now 
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ie che Prophecies amount to this, (as they do) then 
| bo 3 they who believ'd their Prophets, muſk 
I had this Notion : But it will appear very plainly Fact; 


ken the High Prieſt had ſolemnly adjur'd our Saviour, 

Tat. xxvi. 63. Tell us whether thou be the Chriſt the Son of 
od? This very Queſtion implies, that they expected the Son 

If God to be their Chriſt, or Aeſſiab; but further, he anſwer d, 

Thou haſt ſaid, or as St. Mark relates it, c. xiv. 61. I am; here- 

after ye ſhall ſee the Son of Man ſitting on the Right Hand of 
Per, &c. (that is, judging the World, as he ſays, Matt. Ixi. 21. 
and Ch. xxiv. 30, 31. which was underſtood by the Fews to be 
the Office of the Son of God, as is plain by Luke xxii. 69, 70. 
for upon his ſaying, Hereafter ſhall the Son of Man ſit on the 
Right Hand of the Power of God: Then ſaid all, Art thou then the 
Son of God? Upon this Anſwer of our Saviour, the High Prieſt 
& cries out, He hath ſpoken Blaſphemy ; which could not be, unleſs 
what he had ſaid were an Aſſertion of his being God; and the 
Jews told Pilate, 2 xix. 17. We have a Law, and by that 
Law he ought to die, becauſe he made himſelf the Son of God, 
i, e. God, or elſe they had no ſuch Law. : 

The aboveſaid Queſtion of the High Prieſt ſhews, as I have 
© ſaid, the Opinion they had of their Meſſiab; which is yer 
| plainer, as it is related by St. Luke, Ch. xxii. 67, where the 
E Queſtion is pur ſingly, Art thou the Chriſt ? And upon our Sa- 
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* 


1 viour's Anſwer, they make the Inference by their Second 
g {5 Weſtion, Art thou then the Son of God? 

. And that they underſtood that the Son of God was God 
£ equal to God, is plain by John v. 18. The Jews ſought to kill 


þ ; him, becauſe he ſaid, God was his Father, making himſelf equal 
| with God. And fo agiin, John x. 30, 33. he calling God his 

ny a Father, they would have ſtoned him, becauſe thou being a Man, 
| makeſt thy ſelf God. 

So John i. 45. When Philip had told Nathanael, that he had 
„ bound him of whom Moſes and the Prophets had wrote, and 
.. 1 being convinced of it, cries out, Thou art the Son of 
= God, 

„ Aud ſo ſaid Martha, Fohn xi. 27. Thou art Chriſt the Son of 
E © God, which ſhould come into the World. | 


X And fo ſaid St. Peter, Mat. xvi. 16. and Fohn vi, 69. Thou 
„ art Chriſt, che Syn of the Living God. Upon which our Savi- 
5 our commands them, at the 2och Verſe, to tell no Man that he 
f was Jeſus che Chriſt, or Meſſtah; which ſhews that the Son of 
i | God and Meſſiah, were Characters (in che Opinion of the eme, 


irom the higheſt ro the loweſt ) denoring che ſame Perſon un- 
ger different Reſpects, which our Saviour thus confirms; and 
further, he tells Peter, 1ft, that it was his. Father, which is in 
© Heaven, who had reveal d this to hm; and 2dly, That upon 
* this Rock, ( viz. this Conſeſſion of Faith) be would build his 

: EE © Church, 


if 
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© Church, and the Gates of Hell ſhall not prevail dgainſt it. And 
therefore ler them, who deny this Faith, take care that thy 
are not undermining” this Rock, this Church of God, and. Chi. 
anity it (elf, againſt which all the Powers of Darkneſs ſhall w 

Acts v. 39. prevail, leſt they be found to fight againſt Cod. And further, 3 
our Saviour ſays, John viii. 24. If ye believe not that I am he, 
(or I am) ye ſhall die in, your Sins: A dreadfulThreatning, ant 
ſhould be conſidered by every Man. 
The very Objections which the Jews made to our Saviou, Th 
imply this their Opinion of the Meſſiah : For, fay they, his 
vii. 27. When Chriſt cometh, no Man knoweth whence he is; tha Wo - 
is, in the Words of Iſa. liii. 8. Who can declare his Generatin! 
Which is ſpoke of the Meſfiah. And ſo, Aﬀs viii. 33. Phil 
ex pounds it to the Eunuch : And that both Jaiabh and the 7 
meant his Generation, as he was the Son F God, is plain, be. 
cauſe as the Meſſiah was the Sn of Man, they did know thy 
Eccl. Hiſt, he was to be the Son of David, ver. 42. of this Chapter, and 
I. 1. c. 2. Matt. xxii. 42. And thus Euſebius underſtands and applies thi 
p. 5. Text to his Generation, which no Words can expreſs. 
Again, John xii. 34. We have heard cut of our Law, tht 
Chriſt abideth for ever; alluding to Hal. cx. 4. Thou art a Priel 
for ever after the Order of Melchiſedec ; which, by the way, 
ſhews their Conſtruction of this Text; for it was objeRed |y 
the Jews to our Saviour for ſaying, that the Son of Man nuult i 
P. 25. lift up: Tho' you ſay, that tho' Melchiſedec is ſaid to have ne 
© ther Beginning of Days, nor End of Life, when he is repreſent! 
, a Type of Chriſt's earlieſt Origin and lateſt Duration; yet thi 
© is certainly without the leaſt Pretence of a proper Eternity. Sur 
ly this Text ſhews ar leaſt his Eternal Duration, as the afo 
mention d Text, John vii. 27. and having no Beginning of Day, Wi 
ſhews his Eternal Generation and Exiſtence ; and it having w 
Beginning of Days does not mean this, then having no End g 


Life, does nor ſigniſy his Everlaſting Duration: And as by you We Me 
Expreſſion, Earlieſt Origin, you mean that our Saviour had i WF _. 
Beginning; ſo that of his lateſt Duration ſeems to imply, that i: We of 


A a 


is to have an nd, cho' you dare not in Terms ſay fo. But 
Heb. vil. 3. what could the Apoſtle mean by adding to that Text, But mai: 


— 
— 


like to the Son of God, ſave only that as the Son of God hid #4 

neither Beginning nor End, which is properly being Eternal? 3) WR - 
Melchiſedec, that he might be a Type of him, is repreſented u 

& uza ro. one, of whole Deſcent or Pedigree, which was his Beginning, and 5 c 4 
O. of whoſe Death or End, no Account was given in Scripture, 0 WHY: 
could be given. | is 

It js no Objection to what I have ſaid upon chis Head, That ſur 

the Fews expected their Metab ſhould eſtabliſh a Tempora 7 

Kingdom in this World: For the greater he was, che more ca- * 

pable he was of doing it; and they (who had at firſt been f 

under a Theocracy, which, by their defiring a King, they te.. 

jected, and which was the Foundation ot cheir Sin in asking 1 


2 one) 


! 

W one ) hoped to be again reſtoged to that happy State under the 

; A of the Word of God, who "444 to ſubdue all N- Plal. xlvii. 

ions under his Feet, and to have the Heathen for his Inheritance, 3+ 

Wind the utmoſt Parts of the Earth for his Poſſeſſion. And even ——ii. 8. 

ſome Chriſtians, the Millenarians, by mifinterpreting ſome 

WTexts of Scriprure, expected our Saviour to reign with his 

WSzinrs 1000 Years upon Earth; and the very Apoftles them- 

ſelves, -who had fully acknowledg'd his Divinity, had yer 

Thoughts and Hopes of an Earthly Kingdom even juſt before 

Whis * Wilt thou at this Time reſtore again the Kingdom Acts i. 6. 
to Tſraet : | 


= Forrthly, The Scriptures of the New Teſtament expreſsly 
declare our Saviour to be God in the higheſt Senſe. 

The Texts which I have already cited in this Letter do abun- 
dantly ſhew this Truth; and chis is ſo large a Field, that I 
will not pretend to mention them all; but fome I will add, to 
Waſlerrand make good my Propoſition. 

* Matt. i. 23. An Angel from Heaven tells Foſeph, that his 
th; WE Name ſhall be call'd Immanuel, which being interpreted, is 
ict Ws God with us, as had been foretold by Iſaiah, Chap. vii. 14. 

Luke 11.11, Cc. A Multitude of Angels declare him to the 
| by WE Shepherds ro be Chriſt the Lord. 
tk Twice was this confirm'd by a Voice from God himfelf, that | 
nzi- WR This is my beloved Son, Matt. iii. 16, 17. and Ch. xvii. 5. in 
which laſt there is added a Command co the Three Apoſtles, 

thi Hear je him. 
ut. Let us therefore hear what he ſays of himſelf, for they are Deut xviii. 
ore. the Words of no leſs than Almighty God, and what thoſe Apo- 18, 19. 


pa] 
ham 

> 
— 
— 


tles inſtructed from Heaven and taught of God, do ſay of John xii. 
m, 2 49, 50. 
4% John iv. 26. He tells the Woman of Samaria, that he js the 


our Meſſiah. 5 4 
d 5 ix. 33. And to the blind Man, that he is the Son 


TY Ui þ 
Bu . John viii. 12. And to the Fews, that he is the Light of the | 
nal: "a as is ſaid of God, 1 tin . j 
hit John vi. 38. That he came down trom Heaven. 

780 Zobn vi. 33. That he giveth Life to the World. 

d a John xvi. 28. That he came forth from the Father, &c. 


Z 
And how the Diſciples underſtood this, is plain by their An- 
: liver, viz. | | 
Jobn xvi. 29. Lo now thou ſpeakeſt plainly, now we are 
ſure that thou knoweſt all things: And | 
John xvi. 30. We believe that thou cameſt forth from God. | 
I have already mention'd his Afercions of his own Divinity 
before the High Prieſt in ſuch Terms, as would be Blaſphe- 
my to any but the Great God, And | 1 
Joha viii, 24. If ye believe not that T am, ye ſhall dye in your 1 


ing. E John 


l 
Y 
| 
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John viii. 28. When you have lift up the Son of Man, ye ſt, 
know that | am. | 
. (In expreſs aſſertory Terms) Before Abrahan 
was, I am. | 
This is the peculiar Name by which God declar'd himſelf v 
Moſes, Exod. iii. 14. and is repeated by God, Deut. xxxii. 34, 
And theſe Expreſſions of our Saviour are the very ſame that 
Almighty God uſes, Ia. xliii. 10. that ye may know and beliew 
me, and underſtand that I am: Before me there was no God form 
neither ſhall there be after me. 
Tay \uytv Fohn x. 24. When the Jews complaining, ſaid, How long df 
nu e thou make us to doubt, (or, as in the Margin of our Bibles, hv 
tes. us in Suſpence ?) if Thou be Chriſt, tell us plainly ; and he does 
Lift up our v. 30. I and my Father are one, 8%; not one Perſon, but one in 
Soul, raiſe Efſence, And ſo the Fews underſtood him; impuring therefore 
our Expe- to him Blaſphemy, and taking up Stones to ſtone him for it. 
&ations Nevertheleſs I may, perhaps, be told Two Things, Thu 
that thou this is interpreted One in Power; and that when the ems un. 
art really derſtood by it, v. 33, that he made himſelf God; our Savin, 
the Meſſi- v. 34, Cc. makes, as it were, an Excuſe for that Expreſſion, 
ah we look ſaying, Is it not written, I have ſaid ye are Gods, Cc. 
for. Now, if it be to be underſtood One in Power, (tho the Jen 
took it otherwiſe, ) it will neceſſarily follow, that he is One u 
Eſſence too. For what are the Works, which are chere mer 
tion'd, and which he did in his Father's Name, and which u. 
ſtify'd of him, v.25.? no leſs than v. 28. I give unto them Ete. 
nal Life; which ſurely God only can do; for though our Sn 
our is appointed to judge the World, yet, as 2 Tudze, he can; 
be ſaid to give : Eternal Liſe is the Gift of God, Rom. vi. 23. 
_ Beſides, if he be One in wer, he muſt be Omnipotent, which 
of all the divine eſſential Attributes, does moſt denore Gul; 
and there can't be Two Omnipotents diſtinct in Eſſence, at) 
more than Two Gods. 
And as to the Excuſe, it may be faid to be an Anſwer 
hominem, with a juſt Reproof of them; but he did nor rel 
there, and leave them to think he meant no more, for v. z 
39. he adds, If I do not the Works of my Father, believe me ni; 
but if I do, tho ye believe not me, believe the Works, that}! 
may know and believe that the Father is in me, and I in Him 
And that the Jews did, certainly then, underſtand char be 
made himſelf God, the following Verſe ſhews, for they agui 
fought to take him, as at firſt they attempted, to ſtone him. 
And c. xxii. 45, He that ſeeth me, ſeeth him that ſent mt; 
and c. xiv. 7. ye had known me, ye ſhould have known my Fi: 
ther alſo, and from henceforth ye have known and ſeen him : Ant 
repeats it again to Philip, reproaching him for asking him ts 
ſhew them the Father, ſaying, Have I been {0 long with you, ant 
yet haſt thou not known me? He that hath ſeen me hath ſeen the 
Father, and how ſayeſt thou then, Shew us the Father? 


Surely, 


611 


Surely therefore, I may ſay, as our Saviour concludes the 
Account he ſends of himſelf to John Baptiſt, Matt. xi. 6. Bleſ- 


ſays, 2 Cor, iv. v. 3, 4. Tf our Goſpel be hid, it in hid to (or in, 
2% ) them that are loſt; which Expreſſion, in, ſeems to intimate 
that it muſt be wilful Tgnorance ; ſo glorious (as he adds) is 
the Light of it. | ' 
I might add what he did in his own Name, as a further Evi- 
& dence of his Divinity, viz. | 

Forgiving of Sins; giving the Holy Ghoſt; working ſuch Mira- 
i WT cles as never were wrought before, viz. in his own Name, and 
giving to others Power to do the like and greater in his Name, 
ning or raiſing himſelf from the dead; receiving divine Worſhip, 
11 BE ſuch as is due to God alone: All which are aſſerted of and by 
ae WT him, as is evident by plain Texts of Scripture, which I do 
not quote, becauſe I believe they are known to you, and can- 
tut WT nor be deny'd. | 
So that for che Divinity of our Saviour, we have had the 
% 5 Teſtimony of God the Father, who will not give his Glory to ano- 
ther, and is the God of Truth, and cannot lye ; and of Feſus Chriſt 
# himſelf the Son of God, a Teacher of Righteouſneſs, who would 


S 


em | not be even a good Man, if he taught a falſe and blaſphemous 
* Doctrine. I ſhall now proceed to give you the Teſtimony of 
; 


the Holy Ghoſt, che Spirit of Truth, by viſible Actions, and by 
healing in the Apoſtles, who have lefr us this Doctrine upon 
te WT Record in their Writings : And then I may conclude, as St. 
Jobn ſays, 1 John v. 10. He that believeth not God, hath made 


* a = a Lyar, becauſe he believeth not the Record that God gave of 
a Is Son. 

be John i. 32, &c. John Baptiſt ſaw the Spirit of God deſcending 
39; WT upon him like a Dove, and, He, who ſent him to baptize, ſaid, Up- 
af eon whom thou ſhalt ſee the Spirit deſcending and remaining on him, 
m the ſame js he, which baptizeth with the Holy Ghoſt ; and he 


bare Record that This is the Son of God. 
rel And as no Man can /ay that Jcſns Chriſt is the Lord but by the 
35 Holy Ghoſt, and hat all the Apoſtles were filled with the Holy 


nt; | Ghoſt, and had the Ad vantage of attending him from the 3 


4% Leginning of his Miniſtry, and of being Eye-witneſſes of his Ma- 
im 7%, and to have ſeen and heard many Things, which are net 
th recorded in the Goſpels, and to have had the Scriptures ex- 
6% Pounded to them by Chriſt himſelf after his Reſurrection; and 

chat it was given to them to know the Myſteries of the Kingdom of 
ne Heaven; and char Sc. Paul, in particular, was in a miraculous 
. Manner taught by Chriſt from Heaven, and was an Apoſtle not 
an of Men, neither by Man, but by Jeſus Chriſt, and God the Fa- 
in cher. Surely che Teſtimony of ſuch Witneſſes is much more 
g alable than thoſe which you have produced; tho you had 
never fo faichfully and fairly repreſented what your Authors 
lay. For thoſe are the Teſtimonies of rhe Holy Ghoſt, which 
| E 2 {pake 


ſed is he whoſoever ſhall not be offended in me; for as the Apoſtle. 
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ſpake in them; and what they writ, St. John c. xx. 31. fa, it 
was for this purpoſe, that ye may believe that Jeſus is the Chrit, WW x 
he Son of God. | 


Col. i. 19. It pleas'd the Father that in him ſhould all Fulne ot 
dwell, (or all Fulneſs was pleas'd to dwell in him) even all th WW 
Fulneſs of the Godhead, Col. ii. 9. as our Saviour had ſaid, 2 
John xiv. 10. The Father that dwelleth in me; not by a Commu 41 
nication of the Holy Spirit, as God may be ſaid ro have dwelt in WT by 
the Prophets and Apoſtles, and indeed in every good Man, whoſe co 
Bodies are the Temples of G; for God gave not the Spirit bz 7 
Meaſure to him; nor much leſs in Clouds and Ceremonies, as the 
Glory of God between the Cherubims term'd, Shechina, the Hi. w. 
biration or Dwelling of God, but eſſentially. But having men. WT as 
tion d and ſaid ſomething of this Text before, when I conf. WT ( « 
der'd your Quotation of the 15th Verſe of this Chapter, thii WT if 
may ſuffice. 66 
ohn i. 14. We beheld the Glory, as of the only-begotten of E is 
Father: Which Phraſe is often repeated in Scripture, and mut va 
ſignify more than that Chriſt was, as truly others are the Sins of WR 
God, as being created by him; tho' you make created and beg. WT Ch 
ten equivalent Expreſſions; and if they were, he could not be ¶ it 
call'd, the only-begotten : Which Word Only ſufficiently diſtin. WT 2c 
guiſhes and denotes him empharically the Son, as is faid by t d 
Paul, Heb. i. 2. God hath ſpoken to us, & vio, By the Sn; V 
The Son by eternal Generation and equal to the Father ; as I hart A 


ſhewn already by the Scriptures, and by ſeveral Quotations ou 
of che Authors you rely upon. : 

2 Per. iii. 12. Looking for the coming of the Day of God. In Ce 
this was ſpoken of the Day of judgment; and that the Daya IT 74 
Judgment is in Scripture call'd the Day of the Lord Feſus, is mu WT Hl 
nifeſt both by the other Parts of this Chapter, and feveri WR to 
other Places: And here St. Peter expreſsly ſtiles him God; 1 ve 
ſo does St. paul, 1 Tim. iii. 16. God manifeſted in the Fleſh , an We Ac 
Tit. ii. 10. God ow Saviour; and v. 13. the great God and our Si ot 
viour : 1 John v. . We know that the Son of God is come, an We © 
hath given us an Underſtanding, that we may know him that b © 
true; and we are in him that is true, even in his Son Feſus Chi. © | 
This (STO, this Perſon) is the true God. ; 

I have in a former Parr of this Letter mention'd Hebr. 1% 
There is another Text, Phil. ii. 6. of the like Import; but mort 
plain and expreſs, as I have before alſo obſerv'd : Chriſt 7eſ, 
who being in the Form of God, thought it not Robbery ( a takin 
to himſelf what did not belong to him, or he had no right to) to K 
equal with God; i. e. God: Now being in the Form of God cut 
not, as I faid before of the Image of his Perſon, be underſtool 
as if he were only a Repreſentation of God, and that he vi 
not really and truly God, as is plain by the following Words; 
He took upon him the Form of a Servant, and was made in ti 


Likeneſs of Man, and being found in Faſhion as a Man, — 1 


—— 00 
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„ir may as well be argued from theſe latter Words (as ſome 
„ WT Hereticks have deny'd his Humanity) that he was only in Ap- 
© pearance, and not really a Man, as that from the Image or Form 
5 of God, he was not truly God and equal with God. 
Rom. i. 20. St. Paul makes the Creation of the World to be 
, WT a full Evidence and Proof of the Eternal Power and Godbead; 
„and that the World was made by the Son of God, not miniſterially, 
in WT but as God, I have before obſerv'd, and will be very plain b 
ſe comparing together, I Cor. viii. 6. Rom. xi. 36. Col. i. 16. 
Jobs i. 3. : 


he And here I muſt take notice of your unfair Dealing, p. 6. 
H. where Col. ii. 9. is cited, The Fulneſs of the Godhead, you add, 
en. as if it were another Reading or Meaning of that Expreſſion 


iſ. (or Divine Power; ) and you refer to this Text, Rom. i. 20. as 
his if this juſtify'd you for ſo doing: Tho in this Text the Word 
| Godhead is us d as well as Power; to which the Epithet Eternal 
th is added, which you changed to Divine; as imagining, tho' in 
ut vain, that it would better ſuit your Purpoſe, 
% Rom. ix. 5. Whoſe are the Fathers, of whom concerning the Fleſh 
zt- 5 Chrift came, who is over all, God bleſſed for ever. Amen. Thus 
be it is rendred in our Bibles, and fo by (1) Novatian, c. 1 F C 
tin- 30. but you tranſlate it ( in your Letter to the Biſhop of Lon- 
$& adon, p. 5.) The God over all be bleſſed for ever, Amen. But I ask, 
; Why did you fo render it; for neicher the Context, nor the 
at Apoſtle's Argument, nor the Greek (*) will warrant your ſo 
ou doing? For, 
St. Paul in the ad and 3d Verſes having expreſs'd his great 
ſha {5 Concern, even to a Degree of wiſhing himſelf accurſed or ſepa- 
rated from Chriſt, for his Brethren, his Kinſmen, according to the 
= Fleſh, left, as he ſays, c. iv. 14. thro their Infidelity the Promiſe 
en to Abraham ſhould be made of none Effect: He proceeds in 2 
i very Rhetorical Climax to ſet forth the great Privileges and 
ant WW Advantages they had, as ſo many Arguments to them above | 
others, to embrace the Faith of Chriſt ; ſaying, * Who are U- | 
a © raclites, to whom pertaineth the Adoption, and the Glory, and | 
t 1; the Covenant, and the giving of the Law, and the Service (or a 
li. true Worſhip, a&Jeeia) of God, and the Promiſes ; whoſe are 


DP 


— 


— 


© © the Fathers, and of whom, as concerning the Fleſh, Chriſt came, 
. who ir over all, God bleſſed for ever: That is, tho' it was great 
more Honour to them, that he deriv'd his human Nature trom them; 
Feſt, 0 for he took on him the Seed of Abraham; yet as the Completion 
akin and perfection of their Happineſs and Dignity, He was over all, 
and no leſs than God bleſſed for ever. And this was the ſtrongeſt 


) Quorum Parres & ex quibus Chriſtus ſecundum carnem, 
qui eſt ſuper omnia, Deus benedictus in ſæcula. 
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1641 
and a neceſſary Argument to induce them to a Belief in him, 
becauſe they expected their Meſiah ſhould be ſomerhing more 
than of the Stock of Abraham, or of the Lineage of David. And 
had the Apoſtle ſtopp'd at, of whom concerning the Fleſh Chrif 
came, the Argument had been no better than Abimelech's to 

Judg.ix.2, perſuade the Men of Sichem to make him King; I am your Bme 
41 your Fleſh: But when Chriſt came (as they ſaid John vii. 27,) 

no Man knoweth whence he is; and therefore the Apoſtle tell; 

them, Tho' according to the Fleſh he came of your Fleſh, and 

Man, yet he is allo truly Eternal God; for without this Cha. 

rater of him, which they expected their Meſſiah to have, 

they might have been apt to have ſaid, as they did before they 

crucifyd him, Is not this the Carpenter's Sn? And then the 

Mark vi. Concluſion would have been, as our Saviour ſaid, that the Pn. 

45. phet would not have been without Honour, but among his own Kin, 
and in his own Houſe, 

. This I rake to be the plain and natural Conſtruction of the 
Apoſtle's Diſcourſe ; but you, to force your Interpretation, 
firſt tranſpoſe the Words, and then conſtrue them ſo, as good 
Grammar will not bear; 6 @y 6+ mivmwy Oed evnoy nds e 
Tzs eiava; ; this, in the Letter and Order of the Words is, 
being over all God Bleſſed for ever : Being muſt neceſſarily refer 
to, and zgree with what went before; viz. Chrift ; and fo Ter- 

Contra tullian applies it; and therefore you leave out 6 @y Being, and 

Prax. c. 13. ſuppoſe #5 to be underſtood, 

Io ſum up this Matter, 'tis very obſervable that the Apoſtle 
ſpeaks of our Saviour in the ſame Terms, as the Fews uſe when 
they name God; for they generally add Bleſſed for ever, and 

Dr. Hamm. the Bleſſed (alone, without the Addition of God) denotes A. 

Comment. mighty God; as is evident by Mark xiv, 61. 

175. 1 John 15. God is Light ; and this is ſaid alſo of Chriſt, 
John i. 9, by the ſame Apoſtle ; and our Saviour ſays it cf 

imſe!f, John viii. 12. I am the Light of the World. 

I Tim. vi. 15. God is ſtil'd King of Kings, and fo is Chrif, 

Rev. xvil. 14. & Kix. 20. 

Acts xx. 28. Take heed to feed the Church of God, which he 

hath purchas'd with his own Blood. 

Hebr. xiii. 8. Jeſus Chriſt the ſame Teſterday, to Day, and fi 

ever; which ſurely denotes his Eternity; for this is equivalent 

to what is ſaid Rev. i. 4. of the great God, which 1, and 
which was, and which is to come. | 

But Mr, Seaton having cited many Places of Scripture, in 
which the Things ſpoken of God, and which cannot be ap- 
plied but to the mighty God, are alſo predicated in the higheſt 

Senſe of our Szviour ; I ſhall ſay no more upon this Head, but 

only that our Szviour muſt therefore be God , or elſe we mult 

charge even the Scriptures with Blaſphemy. | 
I preſume you will nor deny, and therefore I need not quote 
Texts, that Faith in our Lord Feſus is made neceſſary to . 
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© remiſſion of Sins, and eternal Salvation; that all the Mira- 
cles which were wrought by the Apoſtles, even the giving the 
Holy Ghoſt , were effected thro Faith in his Name; and well 


therefore might he require, John xiv. 1. Te believe in God, be- 


lieve alſo in me. For ſurely thefe are fuch Inſtances of his 


T Godhead, that without it no Creature could require, nor any 
Creature pay them to another. 


To Faith in him I muſt add Adoration and Worſhip, which 


| Men and _ roo are commanded to pay him. 


It cannot be deny'd, but that Prayers directed immediately 


and ultimately to him are Acts of Divine Worſhip : St. Stephen 


did ſo, Lord Feſus receive my Spirit And the Apoftles nor only 


pray d to him, but did it in the Form of Bleſſing in his Name, 
# which in 20 Nations, in all Times has been done only in the 


Name of ſuch as they eſteem'd Gods : And 2 Cor. xiii. 14. The 


* Holy Ghoſt alſo is added (which is the Form now us'd in our 
* Liturgy) and with great Reaſon ; for our Saviour has com- 


manded them to baptize in the Name of the Father, and of the 
Son, and of the Holy Ghoſt : And this he requires them to reach 
all Nations, And in St. Mark c. xvi. 16. there is added to this 
Command, He that believeth, and is baptix d, ſhall be ſa- 
ved ; but he that believeth not ſhall be damned : And Verfe 20, 
they went forth and preach'd, The Lord confirming the Word 
this Doctrine) with Signs or Miracles. Surely this is a full 
Evidence that all Three Perſons are God; and therefore St. Paul, 
I Cor. i. v. 14, 15. thanks God that he baptiz d none 
leſt any ſhould ſay, that he baptiz'd in his own Name : For 
Baptiſm is a Dedication of us to God. But if this may, nay muſt, 
be done to Chriſt and to the Holy Ghoſt , and yet the One be but 
a Creature, and the Other the Creature of that Creature, I know 
not how you will excuſe your ſelf from the Popiſh Superſtition 
of addreſſing themſelves to Saints and Angels, and imploring 
of them their Yrore&ion : Or even from Pagan 1dlatry ; for 
they had their tutelar Deities, which yet they did nor eſteem 
their Supreme God : For let the Nature and Dignity of our Szvi- 
our be never ſo great and highly exalted, if he be leſs than 
God, we muſt ſay as the Angel did to St. ohn, Rev. xxii. 9. Se 
thou do it not, for I am thy Fellow-Servant worſhip G; for 
God himſelf has faid, He will not give his Glory to another. 

I know not how you will avoid this Difficuſty, but by ad- 
viſing your Proſelytes not to baprize their Children, till the 
Time comes (which in your Poſtſcript to che Biſhop of Lon- 
don, you ſay you hope for) that there ſhall'be a Reformation 
of our Doxology, for then che Form of Baptiſm may be alter'd 
too; bur in the mean Time to the Arian you add rhe Anabape 
fiſt ; and yer I beiteve moſt of them are ſo good Chriſtians, 
as not to receive q into their Communion, 
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I muſt not omit, 1 John v. 7. There are Three that bear Re. 
cord in Heaven, the Father, the Syn, and the Holy Ghoſt ;, and 
theſe Three are One. I know you have a very ſhort Anſwer to 
this Text, that it was inſerted by fuch as you now call Atha. 
naſians, But this is a Point I ſhall leave to be argued by 
Learned Men: 'Tis enough for me tliat I find this Text in my 
Bible; and that it was in this Epiſtle before the Time of Ari- 
us ; for St. Cyprian © who liv'd about the Middle of the Third 
Century) in Syllables quotes it; and therefore tis incumbent 
on the Arians to prove it was inſerted ; and it requires very 
plain and expreſs Proofs to deprive us of ſo long a Poſſeſ- 
ſion. Lag 

But it is aſtoniſhing ,' that you ſhould p. 29. with ſo great 
Confidence peremprorily aſſert, that © no one Perſon excepted 
© againſt the Word Created till Athanaſius ; nor any one aſſerted 
that the Son was uncreated till be did it :* For your own 
Quotations convict you, at leaſt the Authors you have directed 
me to, have furniſh'd me with many Inſtances that confute you: 
Ard have you never ſeen Biſhop Bull's incomparable Book ? Do 
you not know that your Learned Friend Dr. Clark rejects the 
Teſtimony of the Fathers? And does nor Dr. Vaterland, in his 
admirable Tract, give the Reaſon for it, viz. “ Becauſe he knows 
« they are againſt Fm 4 | 

Tis no leſs aſtoniſhing that you ſhould venture to aſſert, that 
© for the Coeternity of this Spirit, or even his equal Antiquity 
© with the Son, there is not One proper and direct Teſtimony, Sa- 
© cred or Primitive, that you know of, now cxtant in the Records of 
© the Chriſtian Church; till long after the Council of Nice, in the 
© latter Days of Athanaſius im elf. Experience has roo much 
confirm'd the malicious Man's Rule, fortiter calumniare, aliquid 
herebit : And there can be no Reaſon for ſuch bold pofitive 
Aſſertions, but only the Hope that ſome unwary Men may be 
thereby induced to think there may be ſome little Truth in 
them: For Men may be deceiv'd into ſuch Opinions, tho' no 
Arguments can be found ſufficient to convince them. 

For my Parr, I think the Texts and Teſtimonies, which 
you have cited to prove the Holy Ghoſt created, made, and not 


eternal, (if the firſt were juſtly and truly interpreted, and the 


latter fairly repreſented) would be ſufficient to confute you. 
But 1 ſhall ſhew, 


Firſt, That you have miſtably mangled and miſrepreſented 
theſe Quotations; as you have done the Authorities relating 
to the Sne And that theſe very Authors, whom you have 
taught me to conſult, do, in other Places, in moſt expreſs 
Words aſſert the Divinity of the Holy Ghoſt , as fully as we pro- 
ſeſs to believe it: 


And then prove the ſame by plain Texts of Scripture. 


Firſt, 
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the Spirit is deriv'd from no other Origin , than from the Father 
El by the Sm: Tertullian's Words are, Quia Spiritum non aliunde 
to quam d Patre per filium | 

Origin might have been omitted in your TranQarion, but that 
du thought it would ſeem to your Reader to imply a Crea- 
on. 


at in Tertullian s Opinion the Proceſſion of the Holy Ghoſt was 
om the Father, by (hh, not and (x) the Son. as the Do- 
rine of the Greek Church is, and has formerly been the Sub- 


ct of a great Diſpute : But nevertheleſs , that this was not 


&-rtullian's Opinion, will appear by what follows, p. 877. Ter- 
us eſt Spiritus d Deo & Filid : The Third is the Spirit from 
od (che Father) and the Son. 

But to your Quotation, I further ſa 


Tertullian was anſwering an Objection, hat Three Perſons in Adv.Prax: 
he Godhead deſtroy d the Monarchy of the Deity : © No, ſays p. 845. 


Tertullian, (4) for the Monarchy is to be underſtood to be then 
ubverted, when another Dominion of its own Condition and 
proper State, and therefore emulous , is ſuperinduced 


when another God is brought in, or there are many Gods 5 


But I, who deduce the Son, non aliundè, from no other than 


the Subſtance of the Father, how can I be (aid to deſtroy the 


© Monarchy ? And ſo it muſt be ſaid in the Third Degree, be- 


© cauſe I think the Holy Spirit is non aliundè, from no other than 


from the Father by the Son; as he had ſaid a little before, 
(e) How can God ſeem to ſuffer any Diviſion or Diſperſion in 
the Son and Holy Ghoſt, who hold the Second and Third Ran“ 
Partakers (Conſorts) of the Subſtance of the Father; as hi: 
d ſaid, p. 844. (againſt choſe who believ' d God to be One, nc 
Wherwiſe than as if the ſame Hypoſtaſis or Perſon were Father, 
and Son, and Holy Ghoſt) () as if One might not be AU in this 
| | © way 


1 . Ne 5 


| (4) Everſio monarchiz illa eſt tibi intelligenda chm alia 
minatio ſuæ conditionis & proprii ſtatus & per hoc æmula 


perinducitur; chm alius Deus infertur adverſus Creatorem, 
Ane male chm plures ſecundum Valentinos & Prodicos —— — 
Ezceram qui Filium non aliunde deduco fed de ſubſtantia Pa- 
T's. Quomodo poſſum de fide deſtruere monar- 
iam Hoc mihi & in Tertium gradum dictum ſit, quia 
'ricum non aliundè puto quam a Patre per Filium. 
(5 Quale eſt ut Deus diviſionem & diſper ſionem pati videa- 
Wr in Eilio & in Spiritu Sancto ſecundum & tertium ſortitis lo- 
zum tam conſortibus ſubſtantiæ Patris. 3 7 
> (') Dum unicum Deum non alias putat credend um quam fi 


Plum eundemq; & patrem & Filium & Spiritum Sanctum di- 


cat; 


Hiſt, You cite Tertullian adverſus Prax, for ſaying, © I ſuppoſe P. 35. 


Ihe moſt that can fairly be inferr'd from this Paſſage, is, 
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© way alſo, fo long as A are of One, viz. by the Unity g 
* Subſtance, And the Divine Oeconomy diſpoſes this Unity in. 
to Trinity, Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt ;, Three, not in (ſlaty) 
Condition, but Degree (or Order ; ) not in Subſtance , but in 
* Firm, &c. Which, p. 853. he * * ſpeaking of the F. 
ther and the Son, © (*) nor Two Gods, but as Father and 9 
Two; not by any Separation of Subſtance, but by Diſpoſitich . 
© for we aſſert the San to be undivided and inſeparate from the 
© Father. And p. 847. () We ſay the Sm proceeds by Pol. 
tion from the Father, bur is not ſeparated from him. The Fr 
© ther, Son, and Holy Ghoſt are inſeparate from each othe, 
6 "x p. 849. Vbique teneo unam ſubſtantiam in tribus coherent. 
© DS. 

Your Quotation out of Origen's Comment on St. John, p. 5. 
is moſt ſtrangely repreſented ; for upon the Text in St. % 
that all Things were made by the Word, he ſtares Three Opiti 
ons ; not that any of chem were given as his own, bur as in th: 
Perſon of others; and the Concluſion , which may ſeem to br 
his Opinion, you have perverted by your Tranſlation. 

The firſt of theſe Opinions is, that © whoever ſays that th 
© Holy Spirit is a Being made, and allows this Text in St. Jon, 
© muſt of Neceſſity allow, that he was made by the Word, 1 
by Conſequence (here you make a N. B.) the Word »« Wh 
© more ancient than He. + 

Now all this is certainly true, if the Fly Spirit be a Bey 
made; but this wants to be prov'd, nor is it Origen's Aﬀertion 
and the Conſequence, that, in that Caſe , the Word is mr 
ancient than He, is alſo certain and obvious without your N.3 
Which fhews indeed your own Opinion, but not Origen's, tid 
perhaps you inſerted it to induce the Reader to think fo. 

The Second Opinion is, That whoever will not admit the H 
© ly Spirit to be made by Chriſt, muſt by Conſequence ſay that 
© is Unbegotten, if he judges what is. ſaid in (not the, «1 
c _ it generally, but) this Goſpel ( viz. this Text in St. John) 
© to be true. | 


— 
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cat; quaſi non fic quoq; unus fit omnia, dum ex uno omnia pi 
ſubſtantiæ ſc. Unitatem; & nihilominus cuſtodiatur 76e { 
ſacramentum quæ unitatem in Trinitatem diſponit, tres dit. 
gens Patrem & Filium & Spiritum Sanctum, tres autem 0! 
ſtatu ſed gradu, nec ſubſtantia ſed forma , &c. 

(*) Dii non duo, ſed qua Pater & Filius duo, non ex ſep i S1 
ratione ſubſtantiæ ſed ex diſpoſitione, individuum & inſepei- WF 
rum Filium a Patre pronunciamus. 

(v) Prolatum dicimus Filium à Patre, ſed non ſeperarun, 
inſeperatos ab alterutro Patrem , Filium & Spiritum Sancti 


Het RF 


ö ; 2 Son, 


691 


Here you ſtop, as it were, to give us our Choice of theſe 
wo Opinions; knowing that tho we do aſſert that the Holy 
Pirit is a neceſſary Efflux of the Deity, as proceeding from the 
Pabegotten Father, (as we ſay the Son is alſo by being begotten 
the Father ) yet we do acknowledge that Vnbegotten is ſaid 
articularly of the Father, and, in Conſequence of this our 
hoctrine, you imagine, that ſince we both ſhall diſallow this 
cond Opinion, (unleſs you will change the Term Unbegotten to 
Wnmade, as &yjunrey alſo ſignifies) we muſt agree with you in 

is firſt, 

bog ou have omitted the Third Opinion, which is of one 
Sho aſſerts, (P) © That there is no proper, peculiar Eſſence (day 
i) of the Holy Spirit different from the Father and the 

Son. 

If by ih dc ſhould be meant no diſtin Perſonality, we 


Fall boch agree in rejecting this Third Opinion, and ſo does pamph, 


. N rigen too. 


But if 1% se be taken, as I have render'd it, (and it A 
properly ſignifies ) for Subſtance or Eſſence, then here the Con- 


Elubtantiality of the Holy Spirit is aſſerted: Then the Text, Mat. 
ii. 32. is cited, that Blaſphemy againſt the Son ſhall be forgiven, 
gut againſt the Holy Ghoſt ſhall not be forgiven , as it is alſo ci- 
ed in Pamphilus's Apology, p. 674. wich this Expreſſion of 
admiration, (4) O, how great is the Majeſty of the Holy 
Spirit, | 
© Then immediately after this Text in St. Matthew, follows the 


Laſt Part of your Quotation, which for the ſtrange Tranſlation 
id perverting of it, I will 


ſer down in diftin& Columns. 


In your Tranflation. | As in the GRE E k. 


e who are perſuaded, that (r) We therefore who are per- 
be Father, Son, and Holy | ſuaded, that there are Three 
"Ghoſt are Three Subſtances, | Perſons or Subſiſtences, Father, 
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© way alſo, fo long as A are of One, viz. by the Unity g 
* Subſtance, And the Divine Oeconomy diſpoſes this Unity in. 
to Trinity, Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt; Three, not in (ſtati) 
© Condition , but Degree (or Order ; ) not in Subſtance , but in 
Form, &c. Which, p. 853. he repeats, ſpeaking of the F. 
ther and the Sn, (t) not Two Gods, but as Father and 95 
Two; not by any Separation of Subſtance, but by Diſpoſitith, 
© for we aſſert the Sin to be undivided and inſeparate from the 
* Father. And p. 847. () We ſay the Sm proceeds by Pol. 
tion from the Father, but is not ſeparated from him. The F. 
© ther, Son, and Holy Ghoſt are inſeparate from each other, 
. * p. 849. Vbique teneo unam ſubſtantiam in tribus coherent; 
Hus. 

Your Quotation out of Origens Comment on St. John, p. 80 
is moſt ſtrangely repreſented; for upon the Text in St. 7%, 
that all Things were made by the Word, he ſtates Three Opin 
ons ; not that any of chem were given as his own, bur as in th: 
Perſon of others; and the Concluſion , which may feem to: 
his Opinion, you have perverted by your Tranſlation. 

The firſt of theſe Opinions is, that © whoever ſays that th 
© Holy Spirit is a Being made, and allows this Text in St. Jon, 
« muſt of Neceſſity allow, that he was made by the Word, an 
by Conſequence (here you make a N. B.) the Word us 
© more ancient than He. | | d 

Now all this is certainly true, if the Hy Spirit be a Bei i 7 


made; but this wants to be prov'd, nor is it Origen's Aſſertion 
and the Conſequence, that, in that Caſe, the Word is mn! 
ancient than He, is alſo certain and obvious without your N.. Wand 
Which fhews indeed your own Opinion, but not Origen's, tho 
perhaps you inſerted it to induce the Reader to think fo. | 

The Second Opinion is, That whoever will not admit the H. 
© ly Spirit to be made by Chriſt, muſt by Conſequence ſay that |! 
© is Unbegotten, if he judges what is ſaid in (not the, «ji 


Here 


© render it generally, but) this Goſpel ( viz. this Text in St. John) ¶ the 
© to be true, h 
Ln T wi, 2.4. * by 
cat; quaſi non fic quoq; unus fir omnia, dum ex uno omnia pet 0 55 
ſubſtantiæ ſc. Unitatem; & nihilominus cuſtod iatur 8 ν,e WW | 
ſacramentum quæ unitatem in Trinitatem diſponit, tres dir WF uy 
gens patrem & Filium & Spiritum Sanctum, tres autem 00! n 
ſtatu ſed gradu, nec ſubſtanria ſed forma , &c. = 
(*) Dii non duo, ſed qui Pater & Filius duo, non ex ſepr Sa 
ratione ſubſtantiz ſed ex diſpoſitione, individuum & inſepe MW 
rum Filium a Patre pronunciamus. == 
() Prolatum dicimus Filium à Patre, fed non ſeperatum WF : 
inſeperatos ab alterutro Patrem , Filium & Spiritum Sanctum BF m: 
Te. | LA | | © 7 
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nere you ſtop, as it were, to give us our Choice of theſe 
in. WF wo Opinions; knowing that tho we do aſſert that the Holy 
tv) it is a neceſſary Efflux of the Deity, as proceeding from the 
tin WE nbegotten Father, (as we ſay the Son is alſo by being begotten - 
F. Hr the Father) yer we do acknowledge that Unbegotten is ſaid 
„* birticularly of che Father, and, in Conſequence of this our 
; WDocrine, you imagine, that ſince we both ſhall diſallow this 
the cond Opinion, (unleſs you will change the Term Unbegotten to 


ol nmade, as d yjunrey alſo ſignifies) we muſt agree with you in 

F 4+ PO 15 rſt. ; 

her, * ou have omitted the Third Opinion, which is of one 

ent. Who aſſerts, (y) © That there is no proper, peculiar Eſſence (idla- 
a) of the Holy Spirit different from the Father and the 

„Fon. 

Mn, If by ih sci ſhould be meant m diſtinct Perſonality, we 


pin. mall both agree in rejecting this Third Opinion, and ſo does Pamph. 
| the N prigen too. Apol. 


ohe Bur if 7% s be taken, as IJ have render'd it, (and it 


properly ſignifies ) for Subſtance or Eſſence, then here the Con- PET 


* the WJubſtantiality of the Holy Spirit is aſſerted: Then the Text, Mat. 
on, Wa ii. 32. is cited, that Blaſphemy againſt the Son ſhall be forgiven, 
but againſt the Holy Ghoſt ſhall not be forgiven , as it is alſo ci- 
un ted in Pamphilus's Apology , p. 674. wich this Expreſſion of 

PAadmiration, (4) O, how great is the Majeſty of the Holy 


em Spirit. 
ion; Then immediately after this Text in St. Matthew, follows the 
mT luſt Part of your > rg, which for the ſtrange Tranſlation 


V. . and perverting of it, I will fer down in diftin& Columns. 


tho 
8 , l 
* In your Tranflation. | As in the GRE E k. 
at * | 
1 ie who are perſuaded, that | (r) We therefore who are per- 


ohn) tde Father, Son, and Holy | ſuaded, that there are Three 
= Ghoſt are Three Subſtances, | Perſons or Subſiſtences, Father, 
: and | | Son, 
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and do believe there is nothing Son, and Holy Ghoſt, 4504 
unbegotten but the Father; do | believe that there is nothing u. 
admit this Notion as agreeable to] begotren but the Father, or th 
Piety and Truth, that when all} is different from the Father; 
things are ſaid to be made by | h admit as pious and true, (d 
the Word, the Holy Spirit is | Things being made by the Wort 
the moſt honourable, and Firſt | that the Holy Ghoft is more hy 
in Order of thoſe Beings which] nourable than all Things, al 
the Father made by Chrift. in Order or Station, than d 
| Things made by the Father þ 
? Chriſt. 


Beſides other Faults in your Tranſlation, I muſt take not 


that you turn 7puw7zes into a Superlative, moſt honourable, i 
ſpight of your Grammar, and inſert Firft in ſpight of you 
Author, in which it is not. 

The Import of this Paſſage ſeems to be this: Thar there art 
Three diſtin Perſons or Sub ſiſtences, (not Subſtances) viz. Th 
Father, the Sin, and the Holy Ghoſt ; and tho ir be true, tha 
there is nothing unbegotten but the Father, and that all Thing 
were made by him; yet tis true too, that the Holy Ghaſt, win 
is One of thoſe Three Perſons, is more honourable chan all Made 
or Created Beings, and is in Rank and Station above, or mat 


honourable than all Things made by the Father, by or til | 


Chrift. 

But whatever Doubt chere may be of Origen's Opinion 9 
Expreſſions in this Paſſage, the Account which Pamphilus givs 
of him is full and clear, and ſets forth Origen's Senriments d 
the Holy Spirit in Terms indiſputable. 

(i) p. 760. Origen ſays, he could not find one Word in the 
© Scriptures, by which the Holy Ghoſt could be ſaid to be a Cres 


ture; and yet, of all the Fathers, none were better, ſcarce 


ſo well, vers'd in the Scriptures as Origen. 
(*) P. 764. He ſays, That Baptiſm was not comple at, but h 


© the Authority of the Trinity, that is, by the Naming of the f. 


© ther, Son, and Holy Ghoſt ; and, particularly, that the Name i 
© the Holy Ghoſt muſt be join'd with the Father and Sm. 


— 


(Y Veruntamen uſq; ad præſens nullum ſermonem in Scrip- 


turis ſanctis invenire potuimus, per quem Spiritus Sanctus Cres 
tura eſſe dice retur. 


(Y Salutare baptiſmum non niſi excellentiſſimæ Trinicats 0 
authoritate; 7, e. Patris & Filij & Spiritũs Sancti cog nomine 
tione compleatur, & innato Deo & unigenito ejus Filio, nome 


quog; Spiritus Sancti copuletur. 
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0 p. 755, He makes the Omniſcience of the Holy Spirit a 
oof of his Divinity, ſaying, * That as the Father and the Son 
nom the Beginnings and Ends of all Things, ſo alſo does the Holy 
wirit 5 which it is impoſſible for a Creature to dy. 

[ have in a former Place taken notice of your Quotation, 
35. of Irenaus, that the Text in Geneſis, Let us make, &c. 
as ſpoke to the Holy Ghoft, as well as to the Son; and you 
ve alſo cited him for applying the 8th of the Proverbs to the 
uy Spirit; and then, notwichſtanding your Notion of the 
Weation of the Holy Ghoſt by the Syn, if the Syn was created the 
Neginning of his Ways, and the Holy Ghoſt was alſo created the 
Scginning of his Ways, then there are Two Beginnings, 

And tho'I have allo quoted At henagoras before, I muſt once 

zore mention what he ſays, viz. * The Holy Ghoſt is the Eflux 

you of God, flowing from and reflected back to him, as the Rays 

Jof the Sun. Who then would not wonder, that they ſhould 

re ar be call'd Atheifts, who acknowledge God the Father, God the 

. Son, and the Holy Ghoft, ſhewing both their Power in Unity, and 
tha Diſtinction in Order? | 


hing And now ſurely I may venture to contradi& you, and ſay, 
who har there are ſome proper and direct Primitive Teſtimonies for 
Made equal Antiquity of the Hol) Ghoſt with the San, nay, and for 


mis Coeternity. For Athenagoras and Treneus liv'd in the Second 

tin Tentury; Tertullian, Origen and Pamphilus in the Third, long 

pefore Arjius broach'd his Hereſy, or Athanaſius had Occafion to 

n o M&flerr our Faith in Oppoſition to it; fo that you muſt blot theſe 

givs dut of your Catalogue, p. 29. of the Defenders of your Do- 

ts of fMtrine, and the reſt too, if your Quotations out of them be 

ike theſe which I have examin'd ; and I have a Right to 

nt conclude they are no better, till theſe are juſtify'd to be true 
Der ind fair; which, I am confident, is impoſſible to be done. 


I ſhall now mention ſome of the Sacred Teſtimonies, which 
th the Scriprures afford us. 
. I have already taken notice of the Form of Bleſſing in the 
e Name of the Holy Ghoſt, as well as of the Father and of the 
Son; and that we are in like Manner to be baftiz'd ; and of 
the Inference Origen makes from the Omniſcience of the Haly 
Hirit. And St. Paul ſays, 1 Cor. c. ii. v. 10. The Spirit ſearch- 
i eth the deep Things of God; and v. 11. Ihe Things of God 
rer. Lnoweth no Man, but the Spirit of God, 
So 1 Cor. xii. St. Paul reckons up the ſeveral Gifts of the Holy 
a Firit, in the 5th, 8th, ↄth, 1oth, Iich Verſes; and in the 28th 
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I () Sicut Pater novit initia omnium quæ ſunt & fines, fic & 
Filius fic & Spiritus Sanctus ſciat id; quod impoſſibile eſt omni 
Creaturæ cognoſcere. 4 

he 
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he aſcribes them all to God ; and as he ſays in the 4th yy 
© There are Diverſities of Gifts, but the ſame Spirit: So in 6, 
4th and sth Verſes he ſays, It is the ſame Lord, the fans 
© God which worketh all in all. | 
Rom. ix. 1. St. Paul calls the Holy Ghoſt to witneſs This z 
| ſwearing by him, which is appealing to him as knowing 
Hearts, which God only does. I the Lord ſearch the Heart, | 
try the Reins, Jer. xvii. 10. And 'tis an Act of Adoration die 
only ro Almighty God; and therefore our Saviour forhit; 
us to ſwear even by Heaven, tho' it be the Throne of Gol 
Matth. v. 34. | 
Ads v. 3. St. Peter tells Ananias, He had lied to the Hi 
Ghoſt 5 and v. 4. he ſays, that by ſo doing, he had /ied u. 
Fo God. 
As xiii, 2, The Holy Ghoſt ſaid, Separate me Barnabas an 
Saxl ; and v. 4. they being ſent forth, preached, v. 5. the 
Word of God. 


Theſe may be fufh-ient to ſhew, that there are Sacred Teſſ. 
monies alſo aſſerting the God head of the Holy Ghoſt. 
And therefore let me ex poſtulate with you, Why you never 
F. I. make him the direct Object of any Doxology at all? For it te 
be God ; if he beſtows upon us all other Gifts and Graces, by 
which we are enabled to do any Service to God, as is eviden 
both by Sacred and Primitive Teſtimonies, all Acts of Adort 
tion are due to him; and, ad hominem, I may ſay, you eſpe 
cially ſhould not deny this to him; becauſe in the Doxologie, 
which you quote, you allow this 4 of Divine Worſhip to bs 
paid to Chriſt, tho' you make him bur a Creature; which, i 
bur a Creature, ought not co be paid to him. | 
There can be no doubt, but that the Doxologies in the Scrip 
ture may be piouſly us'd by any good Chriſtian ; God forvid, 
that they ſhould be call'd Arian : Bur if they, who deny tt 
Divinity of the Lord Feſus Chriſt, and of the Holy Ghoſt, ub 
theſe Doxologies in Oppoſition to the Divinity of Chriſt and tht 
Letter to Holy Ghoſt, and as a Declaration of their Denial of ir, then the) 
the Biſhop are Arians, or ſomething (I know not what, for you call both 
of London, Arians and Athanaſians Hereticks) which is not Chriſtian, ty 
p- 5. wreſting and abuſing thoſe Scriprures to a Purpoſe, very diffe- 
Pſal. xci. rent from the Doctrine therein expreſsly aſſerted and deliver 
11. to us. The Devil quoted to our Saviour the Scripture exact.) 
Mat. iv. 6. in Syllables; but in the Application and Uſe he made of it 
Luk. iv. 10. he was ſtill a Devil, a Tempter, and a Liar, as much as from ti! 
Beginning. 
Now whatever may be that Sin againſt the Holy Ghoſt, which 
our Saviour ſays ſhall never be forgiven, ſurely denying that 
Holy Spirit, reducing this Third Perſon in the Bleſſed Trinity © 
Heb. x, à Creature, and that of a Creature; and doing this deſpight © 
the Spirit of Grace, muſt maſt of all be a Sin againſt Aim : And 
* | | thy 
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o there be a Sin unto Death, for which St. John will not ſay 1 John v. 

at we ſhall pray, yet in Charity 1 will hope you are not fo 16. 

idem d in it, but that you will find Place for Repentance, and Heb. xii. 

= way to change your Mind; and, in order to it, will ſeek it 17. 
nell with Tears; and therefore (tho you value not Ana- Melavò log 

W:ma's, p. 41.) accept of my Prayers, that that Holy Ghoſt, wpv. 

at Paraclet, that Advocate, who makerh Interceſſion for us, with Rom. viii. 

WG roanings which cannot be utter d, may give you his Grace to ſee 26. 

Pour Error, and to repair by a Publick Recantation (as much 


Gol, s in you lies) that Scandal, which you have given to all true 
hriſtians by ſo unwarranted and blaſphemous a Doctrine. 

WW | 

is I ſhould now, according to your Method, ſum up the Evi- 


dence on both Sides; bur when I confider how few Texts of 
Scripture you have cited, and how ſtrangely you have mi/- 
Bconſtrued and miſapply'd them; and how you have mangled your 
FTeſtimonies, by leaving out and putting in whatſoever ſuited 
our Purpoſe ; I may very juſtly ſay, as you do, p. 37. it is 
nor neceſſary to divide them under Two Heads; for you may be 
aid to have made Evidence, but to have produced none: So that 
if renouncing your firſt Faith, into which you were baptiz'd, be 
4 Falling away, and that be a Crucifying the Son of God afreſh, 1 Heb. i. 6. 
doubt we cannot ſay for the ſame Reaſon, for which our Savi- 
Jour pray'd for them, who actually did crucify him, Father, Luk. xxiii. 
Forgive them, for they Know not what they do. 34. 

On the other Hand, if the Texts and Prophecies in the Old Te- Jah. v. 39. 
flament, which teſtify of the Meſſiah, and what he was to be; 
and if the Opinion and ExpeFation of the Fews founded there- 
upon be of any Value: 

= If Revelations from Heaven, the Voice of God the Father bear- 
rip Wing Witneſs of him, the Holy Spirit of Truth, che Aſſertions of 
bid, our Saviour himſelf, and the Writings of the inſpir'd Apoſtles, 

the and their Succeſſors, to the Time of Arius, are ſuffcient Evidence 
uk of Truth: 

the f Miracles, ſuch as no Man ever did, wrought by his own 
the) Power, and in his own Name, raiſing himſelf from the Dead, au- 
both 7thoritatively forgiving Sins, giving the Holy Ghoſt and Eternal 
by Life, receiving and requiring from all Men Adoration, and Mor- 
iffe- Ibip, and Honour, no leſs than what is paid to the Father, are as 
good Proofs of his Divinity, as they are of Omnipotency, which 
I take to be ſynonymous ; 

= Then the Author and Finiſher of our Faith, the Lord Feſus, is 
© eternally God, the God of our Salvation ; and we muſt with joyful | 
Lie praiſe him, and ſay, Before thou had'ſt form'd th: World, Pl). xc. 2. 


hich from Everlaſting to Everlaſting thou art God, 

that WE 

0 And no leſs is the Holy Spirit; for which the Authorities and 
h Proofs have been bur ſo little before menrion'd, that I nced not 
ind WF Fepear them. 2 
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incomparable Biſhop Bull hath irrefragably prov'd ;) Thi 


EIT 
This is the Faith which has been deliver'd to the Sainte; th, 
has been profeſs'd and taught for 300 Years after Chriſt, ( a; fr 


what hath been confirm'd by their Miracles, and ſeal'd wi 
their Blood ; and alſo of their Succeſſors, in Oppoſition to 4, 
rius and his Diſciples ; and in Spight of the ſevereſt, ay 
indeed more barbardus Perſecution than ever was ſuffer d u. 
der the moſt cruel and inhuman Heathens. This Seed of the Chyg 
has brought forth Fruit for theſe 1300 Tears from that Ting: 
In all which long Time, have there been no learned, no; 
ous, unbiaſs'd Men in the Chriſtian Church, in no Part of th 
World, to reſcue our Holy Religion from the Errors, which 
you now impure to it? Were they all, in all theſe Age 
corrupt and become abominable? Was there none that woll 
do ſo great good; no, not one? This is a very heavy ( think 
whether it be not alſo a very arrogant) Charge: Think he. 
ther againſt ſuch a Cloud of Witneſſes, a Man may not be 
ſuſpe&ed to he wiſe in his own Conceit ; eſpecially fince on 
Apoſtle has told us, that grievous Wolves will enter in, m 
ſparing the Hock; (and ſuch ſurely the Arians have prov, 
and even more than at firſt the Gnofticks) : And that Na 
ſhall arife, ſpeahing perverſe Things, to draw away Diſcibe 
after them; ſuch as filly Women, or Men weak in Faith : ai 
another Apoſtle has foretold, that there ſhall be falſe Teacher, 
who ſhall privily (T wiſh I had no Occaſion now to add Open) 
bring in damnable Hereſies, (J am ſorry to reckon you amoy 
them, as I muſt by the Deſcription which the ſame A poſt 
gives of them, wiz.) even denying the Lord that bought them. 

And unleſs that Holy Ghoſt, who was ſent from Heaven to l 
and guide us into all Truth, and to teach us all Things, has taugl. 
you to deny himſelf; and that you can Evidence your D- 
ctrine, as the Apoſtles did that, which they did, and we 6 
profeſs, by the miraculous Gifts of that Hoh Ghoſt ; you mul 
excuſe me, and Mankind will excuſe themſelves from ſubmitting 
ro your Authority, and peremptory, ill. grounded Aſſertions, in Cot 
trad iction of thoſe Apo/tles, who, we both agree, did write 4 
they were moved by the Holy Ghoſt. 

And tho! it be one great Bleſſing and Privilege of the 
Kingdom of che Meſſiah, foretold by the Prophet, and repeit- 
ed by Sc. Paul, that all ſhall know the- Lord, from the leaſt tt 
the greate 5 and the Scriprures were written for this Pur. 
poſe, and are profitable for Inſtruction; and ate able to mak 
s, and even Chiidren (for literally Timothy, to whom it! 
faid, had known them from a Chiid) wife unto Salvation; Ja 
they muſt be forbid ro all Proteſtants, as well as Papiſth 
who are not ſo learned and cunning Interpreters of them & 
your ſelf and your Friends, left they ſhould be led by chen 
into that Faith and Worſhip of their Fathers, which You call i 
rely, Biſhop Kidder mentions a fabulons Story among the Jo" 
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hat when Almighty God dictated the firſt Chapter of Gene/*s 
» Moſes, and came to the 26th Verſe, tet Us make Man ; 
Ns 5 Ws was ſtartled, and pray d him to alter tllat Expreſſion, left 


FZ 


might be interpreted of a Plurality of Godt; but was auſwer- 
+, Write as I command you: So I fancy if you had heœen the 


and Imanuenſis to the Apoſtles, you would have propos d to them 
a alter thoſe ſacred and inſpir d Writings, which to expreſly at- 
hog ert the Divinity of the Son and Holy Ghoſt ; and they weuld have 
ine. pn{wered you, as God did Moſes, or as St. Paul tells the Crin- 
IO K hans in the Caſe of the Lord's-Supper, What I deliver to 19u I i Cor. xi. 
f th eceived of the Lord; and as, he tells the Epheſians, I muſt not 23. 
wich e declare unto you all the Counſel of Cod; for there will ariſe Afts xx. 
Age, len ſealing perverſe Things, &c. and other Hundat ion can no v. 27. 
voll an lay, than what 1 laid, which is Feſus Chriſt. Ver. 30. 


1 Cor. iii. 


wit, Ss To conclude: Faith, ſays che Apoſtle, i the Evidence of 11. 
ot E N no ſeen, not to he judg d by our Senſe or ſhallow Reg- Heb. xi. 1 
e Oh grounded upon it: Hardly do we gueſs aright at Things Wild, ix. 
> It hit are upon Earth, but the Things that are in Heaven, who heth 15. 
ford "arched out? For the more ou [carcheſt, the more thou ſhalt mar- 2 Elar, iv. 


el, at the infinite Wiſdom and Goodnels of God in viſiting his 25. 


(civls WW catures, till we conic to ſee him as he is, and to he him even 1 John iii. 

"Ald N we are known. : g 2. 3 

chen pray God to enlighten your Eyes, that you may know at 1 Cor. il. 
eaten this your Nay the Things which belong to your Peac?: And 12. 

mo od grant chat we may meet in Communion with che Church Luke xix. 

poſt t God here, and with the Saints hereafrer : That beginning 42. 


ur Praiſes upon Earth, we may be admitted to join with rhe Eph, i. 19. 


Jl venly Choir in eternal All-luiahs, to the Glory of God the Fa- 
aug WS |» God the gon, and God the Hily Ghoſt, One God, Bleſſed for 
De nis is che ſureſt Mark, I can give you, of Friendſhip: 
ve BR 1d char | , | 


— 


4 ain, 
' 
{our Humble Servant, 


Burley, 
t. 23.1719. 
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HERE are ſome Things in your Letter relating u 
this Controverly, but not properly the Subject of it, 
which I have not taken notice of in the foregoing Lene, 


It chough they ſeem more particularly addreſs'd to me than ade 
1 reſt ; and therefore Iwill now tell you what you may exped 
a | from me concerning them. 
P. 38. You wiſh chat 1 may be a happy Means of bringing a1! th; 


Parts of our ald genuine Chriſtianity to ſuch a fair, open nd 
© impartial Examination, as you have propos d. 

If you mean, as you ovght, that Method, which in all 4: 
has been the Practice of the Church in determining Con“ 
wer/res, I heartily concur with you; and we have in our hap 
Py Conſtitution that Method eftabliſh'd by Lam: The Convecatin 
15 2 Part of the Parliament, and as of Right it muſt he (ur 
mond with the Parliament ; ſo that Summons will be rerdret 
inſignificant and nugatory, if they are not permitted to /: a: 
at in taking Care of that Flock of Chriſt, of which the A. 
Ghoſt bas made them Overſeers, and which the Laws o 
Land have committed to them; eſpecially at a Time when e 
De&rines of our moſt holy Faith, and the Apoſtolical Inſtitau 
|: of the Government of our Church, are ſo virulently attack d, nd 
, in ſo open and inſolent a Manner, 

It was the Advice of AMecenas to Auguſtus, never to {uf 
any Innovation in Religion; becauſe the Peace of the State de. 
nded upon ic: That Prince had Peace in all the World; 
uc what Diſturbances, what Miſeries, Innovations in Re/'guu 
have caus'd in #55 Nation, the Hiſtory of the [aft Age infor! 
ws Iutheiently ; and how fatal the Feude and Animoſities, acct 
ſion d by the Pretenders to Religion, in chis may be, no Man dan 
feretel, every good Man fears. 

Now whatever ill Uſc has been made of the Text for ſu 
ing the Tares, which were ſown by the Enemy, to grow up wit' 
Wheat; yet ſurely we ire rot co lay our ſelves to ſleep on 7 
Pele to give che Enemy an f to fo them. The 
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reckon they are forbid even by the Law of Moſes to revile the 


Code of other Nations, which were no Gods : But that the Son 


8 


| of God, whom we, and all Chriſtendom, adore as the God of our 


Salvation, ſhould be revil'd, trampled upon, and put to open Shame 
by thoſe of our own Nation, in Contempr of the Laws of the 
Land as well as of God, uncontroul'd, without any Animadver ſion, 
wichout giving the proper Champions of our Faith an Oppor- 
tunity to refute and reclaim them from their Errors, is ſo unac- 


ET countable a Proceeding both in Prudence and Religion, that 1 
& will hope a ſpeedy Remedy will be apply'd to it; and that 
© zhoſe, who are in Authority, will free themſelves not only from 
the Suſpicion, but from the real Guilt too of being Partakers of 
other Men's Sins ; for, qui non prohibet, cum poteſt, jubet : And 
therefore that they will adviſe his Majeſty to give the Fathers 
and Paſtors of our Church leave to ſpeak for themſelves, and in- 


| 
F, 


5 


15 
? 


| Wounds, which I receivd in the Houſe of my Friends. 


deed for the King : For Defender of the Faith is not an empty Ti- 
tle. The Defenſe of the Church of England, and the holy Religi- 
on profeſs d in it, is the Foundation of the Revolution, and of His 
Majeſly's Succeſſion to the Throne. And, after all our Experi- 
ments, this Church will be found to be, as was faid of the 
SanQuary, The Excellency of our Strength, and indeed of all the 
Proteſtants in Europe ; who, as much as they want our Support, 
will have little Reaſon to think we fthall be much concern'd 
for them, with whom, in ſome Points we differ, if we ſhew 
but little Zeal for our common Chriſtianity, in which we 
ree. 
what I have now ſaid, and in the foregoing Letter, you 
may eaſily conclude, what my Opinion will be of your De- 
mand of an open Toleration: If the Lord Feſus be a Creature, 
and you worſhip him, tis Idolatry ; If he be God, and you 
deny him, tis Blaſphemy, And what Puniſhment Almighty 
God ordain'd for both theſe Sorte of Offenders you know, What 


Texts have you to quote for an Exemprion from thoſe Pe- 
* nalties; or, at leaſt, ſuch as the Laws of the Land infli& ? 
What can we ſay in Conſcience for an Indulgence, and there- 
by, in ſome Meaſure, eſtabliſhing theſe Iniquities by a Law? 
When the Jews aſſaulted rhe Chriſtians, and were beaten * 
even before the Judgment-Sear, 'twas no ſmall. Reproach to 
S Gallio, that he cared for none of thoſe Things. Shall the States 
of the Realm out-do that ſtupid Governor, and even countenance, 
| nay authorize Aſſaults upon the Lord Feſus himſelf? Thus we 


ſhould expoſe our ſelves ro that ſevere Rebuke, Theſe are the 


Bur if this were not the Caſe, with what Face can Arians 
ask ſuch Favour from any who have ever read the Hiſtory 


| of their Barbarities? 1 might ſay, They have taught us 4 


Leſſon againſt themſelves ; but I am far from inferring from 
thence a Retaliation ; but ſurely 'tis a prudent, and, in this 
looſe Age, a neceſſary Caution, not to admit ſuch Enemies 


Ezekiel 
XRiv. 21. 


* 7. e. By 

the Greeks, 
Acts xviii. 
17. 


Zech. xui, 
6. 
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within our Walls, nor make it poſſible for them ever to be in 
in a Condition ro practiſe the like again. | | 
As for that wonderful Book, as you call it, Pp. 40. © The 4. 
© poſtolical Conſtitutions, by which you would have the Dogrire, 
* Diſcipline, Grvernment, Worſhip and Canons of the Church 2. 


1 * mended ; or rather that it might be admitted entirely as an 
| 
f 


© Original Rule and Standard in theſe Matters: I am not learned 
enough to argue from Authorities that This is not genuine; bur 
I have ſome Things againſt the Uſe Jou have made of it, and 
which you defire others and the whole Church of God to do too. 


. P. 40, 41, You your ſelf ſay, p. 41. That you believe it to be genuine, 
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and for the main uncorrupt. I cannot well reconcile theſe 
Two: For if there be any Anown Corruprions in it, then it is 


N not genuine and Authentic; or at leaſt it muſt be purg'd o 


thoſe Corruptions, before it can be of any Authority : And hoy 
ſhall we diſtinguiſh them? I know you have a ſhore Rule for 
it, viz. Whatever does not ſuit with your Opinion is corrupt ; 
and by the ſame Reaſon, whatever does not ſuit with your 44. 
verſaries Opinion, muſt be judg'd by them to be corrupt: And at 
this Rate the whole muſt be laid aſide; and indeed it is very fit 


bp. | 1 it ſhould be fo. 


* 
* * * 

2, „„ *w. 2 
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For how can This be a Rule and Standard, which muſt it ſelf 
be try d by ſome other Rule, before it can in Reaſon be admit. 


Acts xx. ted to be fo? And if in the Scriptures the Whole Counſel of G 

27. hath been made known to us; if, as in the 6th Article of our 

Church, they contain All Things neceſſary to Salvation; or, a: 

1 2 Tim. iii. St. Paul ſays, are able to make us wiſe unto Salvation, What need 

05 : 15. have we to ſeek for another Rule? Or to heap to our ſelves 

1 2 Tim. iv. Teachers, having itching Ears? For 'tis, as St. Paul tells us, an 
i 3. Evidence, that we will not endure ſound Doctrine. 

| But I will ſuppoſe your Quotations out of this Book, (for! 

9 have not compar'd them) are, not like your other Quotations. 

| bur, in all Reſpects, right and fair: Then if theſe are inconſ. 

by ftent with the avow'd Writings of the Apoſtles, as moſt certain 
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they are; Which of the Two ſhall a Man, that is to form his 

Faith, be guided by? Thoſe Writings, which are acknow- 

ledg'd by Both to be genuine, and written by Inſpiration ; ot 

thoje, which are controverted ? The Choice is Eaſy ; and beſides 

the genuine Scriptures being firſt written, St. Paul ſays, tho' an 

Gal. i. 8. Angel from Heaven ſhould preach any other Goſpel than that which 
we have preach'd unto you, Let him be accurſed, | 

But ſuppoſe you could anſwer every Objection to this wonder- 

ful Book, (which I am confident you cannot as a Scholar; and 


I | I am ſure you cannot reconcile or maintain the Contradictions in 


it to the true Scriptures) I pray you to conſider the Conſe- 
quence of it, and the Miſchief you do to Religion by the At- 
tempt of it; for the genuine Scriptures and this Book cannot 
both be true ; bur if both be aſſerted and made out to be of equal 
Authority, the Conſequence muſt be (and wicked Men, 2 
* n,. * Bok 
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Dad Deifts will not fail to infer it) that we muſt believe nel. 
er; for tho' one Part of a ContradiFion muſt be true, yer a 
Wicneſs, who affirms both Parts, is never believ'd, but is ſet 
ie as a falſe one in all Courts of the World; becauſe one Part 
what he ſays muſt be falſe; and there can be no Reaſon or 
Wbligacion from him to believe one Part of what he ſays more 
Wan che other: So that if the Apoſt/es have really writ or dicta- 
both the ſacred Books and the Conſtitutions, they muſt loſe 
Wl Credit of Inſpir'd Writers, and conſequently you have fur- 
ſh'd a fufficient Argument to ſer afide all reveal'd Religion : 
chat I may juſtly ſay of this Book, as the Roman Prætor 
&:illius did of That of the Laws of Numa Pompilius ; which, 
xe This, was dug out of Rubbiſh ; that it was fitted only to 
ive all Religion; or rather that This forms a Religion that is 
{elf fic to be diffolv'd, and therefore ſhould be burnt, as That 
as by the Senate, rather than brought into the Canon of the 


Piptures, which we are ſure are the Word of God. 


The Jeſuirs in China have form'd a new Goſpel, repreſenting 
r Saviour only in his moſt exalted State, concealing his Cruci- 
Win: On the other Hand, you are depreſſing him into a 
Feature, not concealing, but denying his Deity, They might have 
rnt a better Leſſon from St. Paul, of glorying only in the 


Liv. I. 40. 


&/s of Chriſt; and St. John hath told You, that he who denies Gal. vi. 14. 
Son is Antichriſt : They take away the Means of our Salvation, 1 John ii. 
u take away the Power, by which he can beſtow and give it 22. 

W us: They ſpeak ſome Truth, but not the whole Truth: You 
the Truth, which, St. John ſays, is no leſs than making 1 John v. 


Wd a Liar, by not believing the Record which God gave of his 10. 
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The Divinity of our Saviour proved, in an Eſſay ond 
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Of the Law of Nature and Nations: In Eight Books, WI 
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pes of all the Titles of the AMiſna. 3. A Diſcourſe of the 
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eas ) Sir Gilb. Dolben, Sir H. Mackworth, Sir 7. Fey, (now 
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lotſon, Fir William Temple, Sir Iſaac N:wton, Dr. Harris, Dr.6 
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uſeful to all choſe that deſire to under ſtand whar they read, 
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ans. 8 ice PL * 
= 8. Pric 24. | SATIN y "v0 


4 N F © 
* . 
o i N 
at 


